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" T Pon the Diſcourſe that paſled not long ſince 
betwixt you and me, concerning'the pre- 

ſent Differences amongſt us in this Nation, and the 
Difficulties you then preſſed me with, about the 
Nature and Reaſons of Schiſn, and the Side which 
the Sin of it would lie upon ; I began to conſider 
of it, and forthwith reſolved to ſee what I could 
meet with of that Subject amongſt that Party you 
ſo boldly charge with it, eſpecially before their ex- 
cluſion, when they might be ſuppoſed to ſpeak im- 
partially. And amongſt the reſt, having procured 
of a Friend the Notes of a Serxzoz long ſince 
preached by Mr. Perkin, I diligently read it over, 
and thought it a Diſcourſe very well calculated 
to bring this matter to an iſſue betwixt us : "for 
which end, having compared it with and corre&ed 
it by what he afterward printed upon that Text, 
I did relolye to {end it to you. This, I confeſs, I 
the rather pitched upon, as he is yet alive, and is 
able to juſtifie it ; and becauſe you alſo urged me 
with ſome Objections offered in particular againſt 
bim, and his proceedings in the caſe, and did at- 
| B firm, 
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firm, That he, with the reſt of his Brethren, durſt 
not now own what they had formerly preached,” 
or preach what they formerly did about Separation, 
leſt they ſhould revive what they hope is by this 
time fargotten, and diſquiet the Aſhes of the old 
Nonconformi$ts, whoſe Followers they profeſs to be, 
but herein, as you ſaid, widely differ from. 

I muſt confeſs my ſelf not to have been a little 
diſturbed at thoſe Paſſages that you produced out 
of ſome of them, and could not but tranſcribe that 
from Mr. Calamy, in his Apologie againſt an unjuſt 
InveGiive, pag. 10. viz. What will Mr. Burton ſay to 
old Mr. Dod, Mr. Hilderſham, Mr. Ball, Mr. Rath- 
band, &c ? Did not theſe Keverend Miniſters ſee the 
Pattern of Gods Houſe ? And yet it is well known, 
that they wrote many Books againſt thoſe that refuſed 
Communion with our Churches ( he means the Epi- 
ſcopal), and were their greateſt Enemies. And I can- 
not forget another you ſhewed me out of the Vix- 
dication of the Presbyterial Government, pag. 135. 
publiſhed by the Provincial AſSembly of London, 
1650. (of whom you told me Mr. Ferkin was one) 
viz. There were many godly and learned Nonconformiſts 
of this laſt Age, that were perſuaded in their Conſci- 
ences, that they could uot hold Communion with the 
Church of England, in receiving the Sacrament 
kneeling, without ſin ; yet did they not ſeparate fron 
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her. Indeed, in that particular A& they withdrew ; 
but yet ſo, as that they held Communion with her in 
the reſt ; being far from a negative, much more from 
@ poſutive Separation. Nay, ſome of them, even when 
our Churches were full of fonful Mixtures, with great 
Zeal and Learning defended them ſo far as to write 
againſt thoſe that did ſeparate from theme. 

I do acknowledge, that I am not able to recon- 
cile all things of this nature, and that it is very hard 
to ſhew where the difference lies betwixt now and 
then, and to find out what the People have to ſcare 
them from Communion with the Church of England 
now, that they had not in thoſe Times; and why 
what Mr. Cartwright, Mr. Dod, &c. wrote then in 
defence of it, will not ſtill ſo far hold good. But 
I hope you ealily conceive, that the Caſe is not the 
ſame with the Miniſters as the People. For the Peo- 
ple, it is confeſſed, and you gave me an undeniable- 
Proof of the general Belief of the preſent Noncon- 
formiſts in this matter, viz. That when by the late 
AE of Parliament every one that was inany Office 
of Truſt was required to receive the Sacrament of 
the Lords Supper according to the uſage of the 
Church of England, they that amongſt them were 
concerned , were generally adviſed to it by their 
own Paſtors, and few, it any, were found to re- 


fuſe it ; which doubtleſs they would have done, if 
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either they or their Paſtors had thought that they 


had ſinned in fo doing ; and their own Intereſt; 
or the capacity they might be in of doing better 
Service in their Places, than out of them, would 
not have made it lawtul, it it had not been thought 
lawtul in it ſelf. 

And therefore I do very readily grant rhis. But 
withal I hope you do perceive, that there is a great 
difference betwixt the People and their Miniſters, 
betwixt the Peoples Communicating with, and the 
Miniſters Officiating in the Church : for the Mini- 


ſters are in order to this required to renounce the 


Covenant, and to aſſent and conſent to the uſe of 
the Liturgie. And therefore, though the People 
may now Communicate upon the ſame terms that 
the People did before the Wars ( when Separation 
from the Church of England was proved to be 
Schiſmr by the great Nonconformiſts of thole Times, 
as is abovelaid), and the Minifters may now Com- 
municate upon the {ame terms as the People, yet 
they cannot do it as Miniſters; and what reaſon is 
there that they ſhould degrade themſelves,who are 
(as Mr. Fenkin faith, on Fude, pag. 21.) Church- 
Officers betruſted with the ordering of the Church, and 
for opening the Doors of the Churches Communion, by 
the Keys of Do&trine and Diſcipline ; and be no 


more than private Chriſtians, that have no power 
in 


(5) 
in theſe matters, as he there obſerves ? Is this no- 
thing, to be, from Kulers of the Flock, turned down 
amoneſt the coummon Herd ; and from being keep- 
ers of the Keys, to be brought under the power 
of them ? 

But ſuppoling that they could thus far conde- 
ſcend, yet do you make nothing of the Apoſtles ne- 
ceſſity, and woe is me? or think you it fit, atter fo 
ſacred a CharaGer as that of Ordination, that they 
can clear themſelves it they neglect it ? Conhider 
what is written 1n a Book called Sacrilegions De- 
ſertion of the Holy Miniſtry rebuked, pag. go. viz. Is 
a Vow and Dedication to preach the Goſpel, no reaſon 
to preach it elſewhere, when it's forbidden in your 
Aſſemblies ? Is the alienation of Conſecrated Perſons 
no Sacrilege ? You told me indeed, That ſuppoſing 
they were under the like neceſſiry (which you faid 
they were not), yct, that as St. Paul's neceſſtty did 
not, {o neither did theirs confine thei to any par- 
- ticular Place, Time, or Number ; that Preaching 
was not. more {o, when it was to many, than to 
few, in publick than in private, in Loudon than the 
Countrey ; and that as the Law did permit them to 

reach to Five belides their own Family, lo it did 
not forbid them private Conterence ellewhere ; a 
way that the Nonconformiſts do fo much recom- 


mend, that one of them, in his Advice to the reſt, 
faith 


_ i Se +7 WI: 


faith of it , That Publick bearing without Perſonal 
| conference , ſeldom bringeth men to underſtand well 
what you ſay, ( Sacrileg. Diſert. pag.93.) And there- 
[1 fore that you couceived not how St. Paul's Wo, or 
their ae ra did oblige them to flock up to 
the Capital City, or to betake themſelves to the 
chiefeſt' Towns, and to draw great numbers toge- 
ther ; no more than it did before Bartholomew in 
62, to follow the ſame courſe. | 
But, Sir, I will onely ask you, whether you 
think it not better to preach to many, than to few ; 
and in publick, than in corners; and in Towns, 
than Villages ; and in London, than the Country ? 
| In Villages People will jog on in their old way, 
{| they have neither much curioſity nor leiſure ; or . 
whatever is there taught or learned , ſpreads no 
further : But you know, teach London, and you 
teach the whole Nation ; thence the Light betore 
the Wars ſhone forth into all parts; and after 
| when Hereſies were hatched and nouriſhed up under 
| | her wings, from her they ſpread all the Kingdom over, 
as is obſerved by the Provincial AſSembly of London, 
| in their Vindication, pag, 119. and the ſame way 
doubtleſs is ſtil] to be obſerved, it any good is to 
| be done. And it is the ſame as to the Places of 
| eminency in the Country. And therefore whate- 
| ver becomes of the remote Parts, and the little 
Places, 
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laces, great care 15 here to be taken, that the 
Souls in Cities and Corporations be not deſerted, as 
the Author of Sacrilegions Deſertion doth hint,p.69. 
and better leave thoſe to ſhift tor themſelyes, than 
to leave thele unſuppiited. Which gives a very 
good account , why they flock {o much from the 
Country to the Town. And it you ſtill perſiſt to 
demand, why it was not thought ſo before 62 ? 
the Anſwer 1s ready ; for then London was their 
own, and the Pulpits were late, when kept by thoſe 
that were of their own Perſuaſion : But the caſe 
being now otherwiſe, if they ſhould retire, and 
not keep up a diſtinct Party, the C#ty would be 
another thing, and the whole Nation be in danger 
of Infection. And then what would become of 
them and their Families? For there are not very 
many of them that were bred up to the under- 
ſtanding of Trade, or keeping Books of Account, 
and that can ſhift for 9” fs as other Men ; 
and if put by that way of Livelihood, where muſt 
they ſeek for it? As there cannot be a walking, witb- 
out 4 moving (as Mr. Fenkin judiciouſly obſerves 
on Jude, pag. 447.) ; fo there cannot be an eating 
without Food : and how Food is to be had on 
their part, without Preaching, is not caſie to ima- 
gine. 

Do you think, if they had betaken themſelves 
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to inſtruct their Flocks, that they lefr, by private 
Conference ( as the Author of the Addreſs to the 
Noaconformiſts propounds, pag. 1 99. ), that thoſe who 
now ſupport then in point of Livelihood in the way 
they are in, would do the ſame in the other way, as 
that Author conjeQures ? Nay, if they were left to 
the mercy of the A& of Parliament, which allows 
Five belide rhew own Family, and did govern 
themſelves by it, can you think that would turn 
to any account ? 

Alas, Sir, you know. Charity is grown cold in 
theſe times 3 and if they put all upon that iſſue, 
we may ſay, God help them, for ic may be feared 
the People will not. We know, Sir, and you can- 
not be ignorant of it, that 1c's a Publick way, and 
the being followed and admired by Mulritudes, 
when rhe Members have the reputation of being 
joyned to a numerous and wealthy Congregation, 
and where Trade may be promoted, that opens 
the Purſes, and, ſhall I fay, engages the Hearts of 
not a few-; and therctore it you will not allow 
them to preach in this way, you muſt not allow 
them to live and eat as other Folk. 

Methinks your own experience ſhould open your 
eyes, and Ict you ſee what difference is made be- 
twixt him that labours in the Word, and him that 
doth not 3 betwixt him that preacheth at ſuch con- 

venient 
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yenient Seaſons, that he may reſort to the Pubzyick 
Worſhip, and is willing to ſhew, that he and the 
Church of England in ettect are one ; and him that 
preacheth, in oppoſition to it, at the ſame time with 
the Publick, and thereby proclaimeth, that he and 
the Church are two. Alas, Sir, the City-Moulſe 
did not more excel the Country, than one here 
doth the other, in the Provitions of his Table, and 
the Munificence of his BenefaCtors. The one lives 
by Preaching, and lives plentitully ; the other lives 
by his Learning, in the fenſe of the Scholar that 
ſold his Books to maintain himſelf with, as ſome 
of them whom I know you love and reverence arc 
reported to do; and others forced to be beholden 
to Conformi$ts, that have made private Colle&ions 
for them. Theſe are they that the Author of Sa- 
crilegious Deſertion, pag.1 1 1. is to be underſtood of, 
when he faith, That the French Impreſſton of the 
Conncils 3s too dear for the Purſe of a Nonconform- 
able Miniſter. And beſides, Sir, is it nothing, think 
you, for a Man to walk diſconſolately through the 
Streets, hardly taken notice of, and his Worth and 
Learning covered by his Cloak and Modeſty ; and 
another in the mean time ſailing along, perhaps with 
two or three Attendants, and ever and anon one 
or other ſtepping forth to ſalute him with a low- 
Jy Reverence ? And is not this another material 
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difference betwixt him that preacheth , and him 
F that preacheth not ; betwixt him that preacherh 
# in the one way, and him that preacheth. in the 
other betore ſpoken of ? Nay, is it not come to 
this, that thoſe they call moderate yielding men are 
ſcarcely cadured, but even their Reputations are 
7] clancularly ſtruck at by their Brethren ; infomuch 
[ |} that they are fain to carry it with more warinels, 
| and comply more than otherwiſe they would, that 
| they may not be the Marks of their Reproches ? 
| Hence, I bclieve, it was, that after the Book enti- 
tuled The Cure of Church-Diviſions had exaſperated 
the Party, Anno 1670. the Author, to lick himſelf 
a little whole in their eſteem, made ſome amends 
tor his tranſgreſſion, in his thundring Book of S4- 
| \ | crilegions Deſertion, in the Year 1672. And I guels, 
| | | that it is for the ſame reaſon, that when he pub- 
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| lickly profeſled, That the notorions neceſſity of the 
| People, who were more than the Pariſh-Church could 
| hold, moved him to preach at the ſame hours with the 
Publick; and that he mct not under any colour and 
| | pretence of any Religions Exerciſe in other manner 
] 
| 


than according to the Liturgie, and the Praftice of the 
Church of England ; and were he able, that he would 


ll | accordingly read himſelf: yet that he never had that 
I read ; and ſince his diſpoſal of that Place, doth 
F preach occaſionally in the Mecting-places of the 
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City, at the ſame hours, where there is none of that 
neceſlity before pleaded by him, and where the 
Churches generally rather want Auditors, than Au- 
ditors Churches. And {o much are they under the 
awe of this, that you know, when Dr. Marton him- 
ſelf was asked why he uſed not the Lords Prayer, 
he replied, That he omitted it, not that he thought 
It unlawful, but leſt by the uſe of it he ſhould give 
offence to ſome of his Brethren, and his own Peo- 
ple. So that you ſee, Sir, to what a pals things 
are brought, and that it 1s as neceſſary for them 
thus to do, as it 1s to retain the eſteem of their 
Party ; and as neceſlary to retain that eſteem, as it 
15 to have a Livelihood where it is wanted, or to 
be accounted Godly and Religious. Now, Sir, I 
know not how you may like this, to ſuffer diſre- 
ſpect, and want, and difcouragement ; but if you 
do, Ile aflure you that I know but few that are of 
your mind. For is not Reſpc& to be valued before 
Contempt; providing for a Mans Houſe, before 
neglecting it ; and eſpecially, when this is conſiſtent 
with, and obtained in the Service of God ? 

And nczy I am fallen upon the thing that I per- 
ceive you would bring me to, when you charge 
them upon Mr. Ferkin's Frinciples, who ſaith, that 
admiration of mens perſons, and ſelf-conceit, ſelf. ſecks 
ing, and pride, are the moſt general Cauſes of 
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Schifm, asI tice that he doth, pag. 26, 27, 28. of chis 
Sermon. Caules, you ſaid, as evident among them, 
as their Schzſz: it ſelf, and by which, with no little 
art, they bolſter it up. Thus they take to them- 
ſelves the Title of the Servants of God, and give 
to the People that of the godly and the gracions ; 
and for their encouragement, magnifie their Nunr- 
bers, and which they take all occaſions to repreſent. 
As, a —_— can no ſooner die, but it ſhall 
be ipread through all the Congregations, who are 
told by their Miniſters the Lords-day before his In- 
terment, that ſuch a one 1s lately dead, and to be 
buried at ſuch a time, from ſuch a place, where he 
deſires them to be, and to ſhew their Reſpeds by 
attending his Corps to its Funeral. In order to 
which, his Praiſes are ſounded from the Pulpit, and 
he Sainted by ſome little Poet, and his Sayings,that 
have either been ordinarily uſed by him in Di- 
{courſe, or frequently dropped from him in the 
Pulpit, ate collected; and then Sermon, Poem, and 
Sayings vented amonglt the Multitudes crowding 
from all Quarters of the Town, and-that are as 
proud to carry one of them home, as the poor Zea- 
lots in the Church of Roxze are to get any Rag that 
hath but touched the Reliques of their Saint in a 
ſolemn Proceſſion. After which rehearſal, you bid 
me conſider , how this would look it done in the 
Church of England. But, 
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But, $zr, this is a courle that ſeems to me not 4t 
all unreaſonable, in their circumſtances ; 1t being 
very neceſlary, that they ſhould, above all things, 

et the Peoples elteem, and very tit that the People 
ſhould teſtifie their eſteem of them ; and why not 
in this way of Attendance on them ? For, Firſt, It's 
a comfort to the Church under the loſs of their 
Paſtor,” to {ee him reſpected when dead, as he was 
when alive. Secondly, By burying their Paſtor with 
honour, and purting themſelves into Vourning, and 
engaging others to follow him to his Burial, they 
do ſhew the reſpect that they had to him in a day 
of Perlecution and Diltrels, when deſpifed by 
others ; and that they continued conſtant to him 
to the death. Thirdly, It's good to ſhew the World 
that they arc not. {o delpicable for Quality or 
Number, as is pretended. And are not thele Rea- 
ſons ſufficient to juſtihe their Practice in this caſe, 
and to ſhew, how it would not fo well become you 
in your Church, as it doth them in theirs ? 

But, I perceive, this that I faid laſt of all ſtuck 
moſt in your ſtomach, as you judged it a kind of 
an open Chalienge and Defiance to Authority 3 
and you thought that you had me at a great ad- 
vantage, when you ſo readily brought Chapter and 
Page upon me from Mr. Fenkin on Jude, pag.E2 3. 
viz. That miſerable is that Commonwealth whoſe Man- 

ers 
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ners have brought their Laws under their power. For 
you conſidered not, that this is ſpoken of Irreligious 
Perſons, and Civil Aﬀairs ; but in the Matters of 
Religion, I hope, you know better, and that the 
more contemptible the Laws about thoſe things are 
made, and the weaker the Authority is to put them 
into execution, the ſafer they themſelves be whom 
the Laws are deſigned againſt. And befides;do you 
think, that Men ought not to make as publick a 
Profeſſion of their Religion as with ſecurity they 
can; and to let the Power underſtand, how much it 
would be tor their Safety and Intereſt tro come 
over to the ſtrongeſt Side ? And is it not far better 
for Authority to depend upon Religior, than Rel:- 
gion upon Authority  \Where have you lived all this 
while, that are yet to learn in ſo neceflary a Point 
of Cafuiſtical Divinity ? 

As for Mr. Perkin himſ(clf, when you faid, that 
he made very bold with the Reputation of others, 
and took as great a liberty to revile, as to commend ; 
and did produce him againſt himſelf, on Jude, pag. 
184. viz. 1hat it 3s Seducers policy to aſperſe the Mi- 
nifters,to cauſe a diſlike of their Mini$try : and again, 
Pag- 394+ | hat the great endeawonr of Seducers 1s, to 
be magnifietl, or rather onmifeed, to have all others de- 
baſed and nullified : T muſt conteſs that I have no- 
thing to ſay : and that what you pointed me to in 
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the ſame Book, pag.5 2 r. | ake away this ſinful cenfu- 
ring from many Profeſſors, and there will nothing re- 
main to ſhew them Religious ; whereas a juſt man is 
ſevere onely to bimfelf, holds ſill reve. Ir is a great 
faule in them, and what, if he hath mifcarried in, 
as ] hope he hath repented of, fo by his (ence 
ripon that gentle Reproot given him in The Vindi- 
cation of the Conforming Clergie, doth ſtem to own. 
E muſt acknowledge, that my own Temper, as well 
as my Religion, hath ſo much endeared me to that 
moſt excellent Deſcription of Charity, 1 Cor. [ 3. 
Char#y envieth not , Charity vaunteth not it ſelf}, is 
not puffed up, doth not behave it ſelf unſeemly, &«. 
beareth all things, believeth all things, hopeth all 
things, &Xc. that were all other things 1 in the Church 
of England as agreeable to me, as "the Temper of 
ir, 1t would mightily reconcile me to it. We find 
no Martins, no Centuries, no Gangrena's, no Glo- 
ceſter-Coblers, no Stories or uncertain Reports, pick- 
ed up, and maliciouſly improved, by which the Re- 
putations of their Adyerſartes are invaded , and 
expoled to the World ; notwithſtanding the Pro- 
vocations they have received, and the abundant 
matter that hath been formerly and of late aftord- 
ed tor ſuch an Hiſtory. And there is nothing hath 
made me more out of love with my old Fricnd 
Mr. 7. than a certain pronenels that he hath diſco- 
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vered, to make InveQtives againſt others, and to 
attend in the mean time 1o little to himſelf, as to 
vive occaſion to others (if they would take it) to 
make them againſt him. But I hope, how little ſo- 
ever he reſpected what in another caſc he once laid, 
1n his Sermon of the Saints Worth, pag. 11. viz. If 
a man takes the Picture of another, be will not take 
it of bis Back-ſide, Leg, or Hand, or the like ; but 
of his Face, his beautifulleſt Part : yet that you and 
others will obſerve it, that the World be no more 
troubled with {uch Narratives as can ierve to no 
cood End, but will efteftually promote a bad; 
which 1s to expoſe Religion, and make it mcan and 
contemptible. | 

For my part, I could heartily with, that all Dit- 
terenccs about little things were Jaid alide ; zt be- 
ing (as he obſerves, pag. 252. on Tude ) very un 
ſuitable, that a greater Fire ſhould be employed in 
roaſting of an Egg, than an Ox ; and to be more con- 
tentions for Bubbles, than bleſſedneſs. As tor great- 
er Differences , I could as hearily wiſh they were 
compoled, thar the Love of God did more encreafe, 
and that would be the encreaſe of Unity. For what 
he faith, Vol. 2. on Jude, pag. 630. is very true 3 
The preſerving of our Love to God is an excellent pre= 


fervative againſt S eflaries and falſe { eachers. He who 


loves God, will fear to break, the Unity and Peace of 
the Church. I 


(17) 

I cannot conclude better. As for the great Caſe, 
| refer you to the Sermon it ſelf, by which, mt- 
thinks, I could ſtand and fall ; as being confident, 
that either that will juſtifie Mr. Ferkzn, or that he 
will be able to juſtifie that ; and fo ſhall be impa- 
tient, till you give your Opinion of it to, 


SIR, 
Tour Serwant, 


H. N. 
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THE 


SERMON. 


JUDE, ver. 19. 


1 heſe be 'they who ſeparate themſelves, ſenſual, ha- 
wing not the Spirit. 


N the 17 verſe Fude produceth the Teſtimony 

of the Apoſtles of Teſus Chriſt, in confirmation 

of what he had before ſaid: In which Teſtimony 
1 note five Particulars. 

1- To whomit 1s commended ; to his beloved. 

2. How it was to be improved ; by remembring it. 

3- From whom it proceeded ; the Apoſtles of our 
Lord Teſus. 

4. Wherein it conſiſted ; in a Prediction, That 
there ſhould be mockers, walking after their ungodly 
luits. 

D 2 s. To 
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. To whom it 1s oppoſed, viz. to theſe Sedu- 
cers : Theſe are i" who ſeparate themſelves. 


In which Words the Apoſtle ſhews , That theſe 
who ſeparate themlelves trom the Church, were 
Scorners; and that thele who were ſenſual and void 
of the Spirit, did follow their ungodly luſts. Or, in 
the Words Jude expreleth, | 

x. The $72 of thele Seducers, in ſeparating thent- 


ſelves. 


- 2. The Cauſe thereof, which was, 
1. Their being ſenſual : And, 
2. Their not having the Spur. | 

For the firſt, their Separation ; Two things are 
here to be opened. 

1. What the Apoſtle here intends by ſeparating 
themſelves. 

2. Wherein the Sinfulnefs of it conliſts. 

:. For the firſt : The Original word may figni- 
he the unbounding of a thing, and the removing 
of a thing from thoſe Bounds and Limits wherein 
it was ſct'and placed, cc. Or it imports, the part- 
ing and ſeparating of one thing from another, by 
Bounds' and Limits put between them 3 and the 
putting of Bounds and Limits, for diſtinction and 
leparation, between ſeveral things : it being (thus) 
a .Reſemblance taken from. Fields or Countries, 
which are diſtinguiſhed and parted from each a- 

ther 
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ther by certain Boundarics and Land-marks ſet up 
to that end: and thus it's commonly taken by In- 
terpreters in this place, wherein thele Seducers may 
be ſaid to ſeparate themſelves, divide or bound 
chemlelves from others, either firſt, Doctrirally ; 
or, ſecondly, Practically. 

1. Docirinally, by talle and Heretical Doctrines, 
whereby they divided themlcIves from the Truth 
and Faithful, who were guided by the Truth of 
Scripture, and walked according to the Rule of the 
Word, @*c. 

2. Praftically ; they might ſeparate themlelves 
as by Bounds and Limits, 

rt. By Prophaneneſs, and living in a difterent way 
from the Saints ; namely, in all looſnels and un- 
cleannels. 

2. By Schiſmaticalneſs, and making of {eparation 
trom, and diviſions 1n the Church : Becaule they 
proudly deſpiſed the DoGrines or Perſons of the 
Chriſtians, as contemptible and unworthy ; or be- 
caule they would not endurc the holy ſeverity of * 
the Churches Diſcipline, they (faith Calvin) de- 
parted from it. They might make Rents and Di- 
viſions in the Church, by Schilmatical withdrawing 
themlelves from Fellowſhip and Communion with 
it. Their Hereſjcs were perverſe and damnable Opi- 
nions, their. Schilm- was a perveric ſeparation from 


Church- 
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Church-communion : The former was in DoGrimals, 
the latter in PraGicals. The former was oppolite 
to Faith, this latter to Charity. By Faith all the 
Members are united to the Head ; by Charity, one 
to another : And as the breaking of the former is 


Hereſie, ſo their breaking of the latter was Schiſm. 


And this Schiſm ſtands in the diſſolving the Spiri- 
tual Band of Love and Union among Chriſtians, 
and appears in the withdrawing from the perfor- 
mance of thole Dutzes which are both the Signs of, 
and Helps to Chriſtian Unity; as Frayer, Hearing, 
Receiving of Sacraments, &c. For, becauſe the dil- 
ſolving of Chriſtian Vnion chiefly appears in the 
undue ſeparation from Church-communion, theretore 
this rending is rightly called Schiſm. It is uſually 
laid to be twofold, Negative, and Poſitive. 

I. Negative is when there is onely ſznplex ſeceſ- 


| fo, when there 1s onely a bare (ecefſion, a pracea- 


ble and quiet withdrawing from Communion with 
a Church, wichout making any head againſt that 
Church from which the departure 15. 

2. Poſitive 1s when Perſons ſo withdrawing do 
ſo conſociate and draw themſelves into a diſtin& 
and oppoſite Body, ſetting up a Church againſt a 
Church, or, as Divines exprels it, from Auguſtine, 
an Altar againſt an Altar : And this it is which in 
a peculiar manner, and by way of eminency, 1s 


called 
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called by the name of Schiſnr, and becomes ſinful 
cither 1n reſpeQ, firſt, of the grounleſneſs, or, ſc- 
condly, the manner thereof. 

1. The gronndleſneſs; when there is no caſting 
of Pertons out of the Church by an unjuſt Cen- 
ſure of Excommunication, no departure by unfuffe- 
rable Perſecution, no Hereſi? nor Idolatry 1n the 
Church maintained, no neceflity (it Communion be 
held with a Church) of communicating in its Sus 
and Corruptions. 

2. The manner of Separation makes it unlaw- 
ful ; when 'tis made without due endeavour and 
waiting for Reformation of the Church trom which 
the departure 1s - and ſuch a raſh departure 1s a- 
gainſt Charity, which ſuffers both ch and long, all 
tolerable things : It 1s not preſently diſtaſted, when 
the juſteſt occaſion 1s given ; it firſt uſeth all pol- 
{ible mears of remedy. The Chyrurgeon reſerves 
Diſmembring, as the laſt remedy. It looks upon a 
ludden breaking off from Communion with a Church 
(which is a Diſmembring) not as Chyrurgery, but 
Butchery ; not as medicinal, but cruel. 

2. The Sintuſneſs of this Schiſmatical ſeparation 
appears ſeveral ways. I ſhall not ſpend time to com- 
pare 1t with Hereſze, though ſome have ſaid, that 
Schiſm 1s the greater Sin of the two. Angſt. cont. 
Donat. lib. 2, cap. 6. tells the Donatiſts, that Schiſn: 


was 
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was a greater Sin than that of the Traditores, who 
in time of Perſecution, through fear, delivered u 
their Bibles to the Perſecutors to be burnt. (A Sin 
at which the Donatiſts took ſo much offence, that 
it was the ground of their ſeparation.) But to pals 
by theſe things : By thele three Conſiderations e- 
ſpecially the fi ntulneſs of Schiſm ſhews it ſelf. 
[ 1. Chriſt. 
In reſpect of 4 2. The Parties ſeparating. 
| 3. Thoſe from whom they ſeparate. 
. In relpe of Chriſt, it 1s, 

I. ys horrible Indignity oftered to his Body, it 
eviding Chrift (as the ApoStle ſpeaks, 1 Cor. 1.15.) 
and makes him to appear the Head of two Bodies. 
How monſtrous and diſhonourable is the very con- 
os” hereof |! 

. It's Rebellion againſt his Command, his great 
DCs of Love. The Grace of Love is by ſome 
called the een of Graces ; and it's greater than 
Faith 1n reſpect of its Object, not God onely, but 
Man 3 its duration, which 1s eternal ; its manner of 
working, not in a way of receiving Chrift (as Faith) 
but of giving out the Soul to him : and the Com- 
mand of Love is the greateſt Command, in reſpect 
of its comprehenſiweneſs, it taking 1n all the — A 
mandments, the end of them all being Love, and it 
being the tulfilling of them all. 

3. It's 
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. It's oppoſite to one great End of Chriſt's 
greareſt Undertaking (his Death), which was, that 
all his Saints ſhould be one. 

4. It tends to fruſtrate his Prayer for Unity a- 
mong Saints, John 17. and endeavours that Chriſt 
may not be heard by his Father. 

s. It oppoſeth his Example : By this ſhall all men 
(faith he) know that ye are my diſciples, if” ye love 
one another. Love 1s the Livery and Cogniſance 
which Chriſt gives to every Chriſtian. If there be 
no Fellowthip among Chriſtians, there's no follow- 
ing of Chriff. Let this mind be in you, that was in 
Chriſt Feſus, Phil. 2. 5. 

6. It's injurious to his Service and Worſhip. How 
can Men pray, if in wrath and diviſion? How can 
Chriſtians fight with Heaven and prevail, when they 
are in ſo many divided Troops? What worthineſs 
can be in thoſe Communicants, who celebrate a Feaſt 
of Love, with Hearts full of rancour and malice ? 

2. In reſpett of the Parties ſeparating : For, 

r. It cauleth a decay of all Grace. By divifions 
among our ſelves, we endeavour to divide our 
{elves from him, in and from whom is all our- ful- 
neſs. All wickedneſs follows contention. Upon the 
Stock of Schiſm commonly Hereſte is grafted. There 
1s no Schiſm (faith Jerome ) but ordinarily it invent- 


cth and produceth ſome Hereſte, that ſo the Sepa- 
E ration 
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ration may ſcem the more juſtifiable. The Nowati- 
ans and Donatiſts trom Schiſiz tell to Hereſees. 
Our Times ſadly comment upon this Truth, they 
equally ariling to both. The farther Lincs are di- 
ſtanced one from another, the greater 1s their di- 
ſtance from the Center : And the more divided 
Chriftians are among themſelves, the more they di- 
vide themſelves from Chr:Sf. Branches divided from 
che Tree, receive no Sap from the Root. The Soul 
gives Lite to Members which are joyned together, 
not pluck'd aſunder. 

2. Schiſm is the greateſt diſgrace to the Schiſma- 
ticks. A Sechiſmatick is a Name much diſowned, 
becaule very diſhonourable : All Poſterity loads the 
name of ſinful Separatits with diſgrace and abhor- 
rency. He ſpoke truly, who faid, The ſir and miſery 
of Schiſm cannot be. blotted out with the blood of 
Martyrdom. He cannot honourably give his Lite for 
Chriſt, who makes diviſions in his Church, tor which 
Chrift gave his Life. 

3- In reſpect of the Church ſrom whom this ſe- 
paration 3s made. For, 

r. It's injurious to the Honour of the Church, 
whoſe greateſt glory is Vion. How can a Body bc 
rent and torn, without the impairing of its Beau- 
ty ? Beſides, how diſgraceful an impatation is caſt 
upon any Church, when we profeſs it unworthy tor 

any 
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any to abide in it ; that Chrif? will not, and therc- 
fore that we cannot have Communion with it ? 

2. Ir's injurious to the peace and quietneſs of the 
Church. Schiſmaticks more oppoſe the Peace of the 
Church, than do Heathens. It the natural Body be 
divided and torn, pain and {mart muſt needs fol- 
low. The tearing and rending of the Myſtical Bo- 
dy goes to the Heart of all ſenfible Members. They 
ofren cauſe the Feveriſh Diſtempers of Hatred, 
Wrath, Seditions, Envyings, Murders. Schiſn: in the 
Church, puts the Members out of joynt ; and dil- 
joynted Bones are painful : All my bones (faith Da- 
vid) are out of joynt. Church-diviſions cauſe ſad 
thoughts of heart. True Members are ſenſible of 
theſe Schi/ms, rhough artificial ones feel nothing. 
None rejoyce but our Enemies. Oh impiety, to 
make Satan mulſick, and to make mourning for the 
Saints / 

3- It's oppolite to the Edifecation of the Church. 
[Diviſion of Tongues hindred the building of Ba- 
bel; and doubtleſs diviſion in Hearts, Tongues, 
Hands, Heads, muſt needs hinder the building of 
Feruſalem. While Parties are contending, Churches 
and Commonwealths ſuffer. In troublous times the 
Walls and Temple of Feruſalem went but flowly on. 
Though Feſus Chrift the Head, be the onely Foun- 
tain of Spiritual Life ; yer the uſual way of-ChriSts 

E 2 ſtrengthning 
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ſtrengthning it, .and pertecting thereof, 1s the tel- 
lowſhip of the Body, that by what every joynt (up- 
plies, the whole may be encreaſed. When Church- 
members are put out of joynt, they are made un- 
— and unfit to perform their ſeveral Offi- 

: They who were wont to joyn in Prayer, S4a- 
MM Faſting, and were ready to all mutual 
Offices of Love, are now fallen off from all. 

4. It's oppoſite to the future Fitate of the Church 
in Glory. In Heaven the Faithful ſhall be of one 
mind : We ſhall all meet (faith the Apoſtle) in the 
unity of the faith, Epheſ. 4. 13, when we are come 
to our Manly age: Wrangling is the work of our 
Childhood. Luther and Calvin are of one mind in 


Heaven, though their Diſciples wrangle here on 
Earth. 


Obſervations. 


Obſ. 1. Naturally men love to be boundleſs ; they 
will not be kept within any Spiritual compaſs. 

Obſ. 2. Our ſeparation from Rome cannot be char- 
ged with Schiſm. This will evidently appear, if we 
conſider either the ground, or the xzanner of our 
Separation. 

1. For the ground and cauſe thereof : Our ſepa- 
ration from Rome was not for ſome {light and tole- 
rable Exrours, but damnable Hereſies, and groſs Ido- 


latries : 
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latries : The Hereftes Fundamental, and Idolatries 
ſuch, as thole who hold Communion with her, can- 
not but parrake of : In reſpect of both which, the 
Church of Rome was firſt apoſtatized, before ever we 
ſeparated : Nor was there any ſeparation from it, as 
it had any thing of Chriſt, or as it was Chriſtian ; 
_ as it was K OMAN and POPISH, GA. 

. For the ſecond, the manner of our Separation ; 
it w was not uncharitable, ralh, heady, and unadvilcd ; 
nor before all means were uſed for the Cure and 
Reformation of the k omaniſts, by the diſcovery of 
cheir Frrours, that poſlibly could be thought of : 
notwithſtanding all which (though ſome have been 
enforced to an acknowledgement of them ) they 
ſtill obſtinately perfiſt in them. Our tamous, god- 
ly, and learned Reformers would have healed B. wby- 
lon, but fbe is not healed : Many skilful Phyſ? Kcians 
have had her in hand, but (like the Woman in the 
Goſpel ) ſhe grew ſo much the worſe. By Prayer, 
Preaching, Writing, yea by ſealing their Doctrine 
with their Bloods, have ſundry eminent Inſtruments 
of Chriſt endeavoured to reclaim the Popiſh from 
their Errours ; but in ſtead of being reclaimed, 
they anathematized them with the dreadfuleſt Can 
ſes, excommunicated, yea, murdered and deſtroyed 
multitudes of thoſe who endeavoured their Reduce- 
ment, not permitting any to trade, buy or ſell, to 

have 
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have either Religious or Civil Communion with 
them, except they received the _ mark in their 
hands and foreheads. All which conſidered, we might 
ſately forſake her ; nay, could not ſafely do other- 
wiſe. Since, in ſtead of our healing of Babylon, we 
could not be preſerved from her deſtroying of us, we 
did delervedly depart from her, and every one go 
into his own Country : and unle(s we had done lo, 
we could not have obeyed the clear Precept of the 
Word, Apoc. 18. Come out of her my people, Cc. 
Timothy is commanded to withdraw himſelf fron: 
perverſe and unſound Teachers, 1 Tim.6.3,5. Though 
Paul went into the Synagogue, diſputing and perſua- 
ding the things concerying the Kingdom of God ; yet 
when divers were hardened, and believed not, but 
ſpake evil of that way, he departed from them, and ſe- 
parated the Diſciples, As 19. 9. And exprelly 1s 
Commutnion with Idolaters torbidden, 2 Cor. E. 14,17. 
What fellowſhip hath righteouſneſs with unrighteouſ- 
neſs ? what communion hath light with darkneſs? what 
concord hath Chri$t with Belial ? what agreement hath 
the Temple of God with Idols ? Come out from among 
thent, and be ye ſeparate. And, Hof. 4. 15. Though 
thou Ijrael play the harlot, yet let not Fudah offend ; 
and come ye not unto Gilgal, neither go ye up to Beth- . 
aven. Though in name that place was Bethel, thc 


Houſe of God ; yet becauſe Feroboam's Calf was (et 
| up 


WE 
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up there, it was indeed Bethawvzn, the Houſe of 7.:- 
nity. It Rome be a Bethaven, for 1olatry, and cor- 
rating of Gods Worſhip, our departure trom it may 
be {ately acknowledged and juſtified. In vain,there- 
tore, do the K omranifts, Stapleton, Sanders,gc. brand 
our ſeparation irom them with the odious name of 
Donatiſar, and Schiſm ; it being evident out of At- 
gnftine, that the Donatiſts never objected any thing 
againſt, nor could blame any thing in the Church 
(from which they ſeparated) either tor Fairh or 
IW orſbip : whereas we have unanſiverably proved 
the pſeudo-Catholick Roman Church to be notorioul- 
ly guilty both of Hereſz: and Idolatry ; and our Ad- 
verlaries themſelves grant, in whatever Church et- 
ther of thee depravations are found, Communion 
with 1t 15s to be broken off, I ſhall conclude this 
Dilcourle with that Paſſage out of Mrſculzzs, con- 
cerning Schiſnr. There 3s ((aith he) 4 double Schilmn ; 
the one bad, the other good + the bad is that whereby a 
good Union, the good whereby a bad Union is broken 
aſunder. It ours be a Schiſm, it is of the latter fort. 
Obl.-3. The voluntary and unneceſſary. dividing 
and ſeparation from a true Church, is Schiſmatical. 
When we put bounds and partitions between it 
and our ſelves, we fin (fay ſome) as did theſe Se- 
ducers here taxed by Jude. If the Church be not 
Heretical, or Idolatrous, or do not by Excommu- 
nication, 
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nication, Perſecution, ec. thruſt us out of its Com- 
munion 3 It it be ſuch as Chriſt the Head hath Com- 
munion with, we the Members ought not by ſepa- 
ration to rend and divide the Body. To leparate 
trom Congregations, where the Word of Truth and 
Goſpel of Salvation are held forth in an ordinary 
way, as the Proclamations of Princes are held forth 
upon Pillars to which they are affixed ; where the 
Light of the Truth is ſet up as upon a Candleſtick, 
to guide Paſſengers to Heaven : To ſeparate from 
them to whom belong the Covenants, and where 
the Sacraments, the Seals of the Covenant, are for 
ſubſtance rightly diſpenſed ; where Chriſt walketh 
in the midſt of his golden can{leſticks, and diſcovers 
his Preſence in his Ordinances ,, wheteby they are 
made effeCtual to the Convertion and Edification of 
Souls, .in an ordinary way ; where the Members 
are Saints, by a profeſſed ſubjeGion to Chriſt and 
his Goſpel, and haply have promiſed this explicitly 
and openly ; where there are ſundry who in the 
judgment of Charity may be conceived to have the 
work of Grace really wrought in their Hearts, by 
walking in ſome meaſure an{werable to their Pro- 
feſſion : I ſay, to ſeparate from theſe, as thoſe with 
whom Church-conmunion 18 not to be held and main- 
eained, 1s unwarrantable, and Schiſmatical. Pre- 


texces for Separation (I am not ignorant) are al- 
ledged : 
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ledged ; frequently, and moſt plauſibly, that of 


| Mixt Communion, and of admitting into Church- 


fellowſhip the wile with the precious, and thoſe who 


| are Chaff, and therefore ought not to lodge with 


the Wheat. 
Anſw. 1. Not to inſiſt upon what ſome have 


urged, viz. That this hath been the ftone at which 
ar Schiſmaticks have ſtumbled, and the Pretence 
which they have of old alledged, as having ever 
had a Spiritum Exconmunicatorium, a Spirit rather 
putting them upon dividing from thoſe who, they 
ſay, are unholy, than putting them upon any godly 
endeavours of making themſelves holy ; as is evi- 
dent in the Examples of the Audeans, Nowatians, 
Donatiſts, Anabaptiſts, Browniſts, @Xc. 

2. Let them conſider, Whether the want of the 
exact purging and reforming of theſe Abuſes, pro- 
ceed not rather trom ſome #nhappy Obſtru&Gions and 
political Reſtrictions ( whether or no cauſed by 
thole who make this Objection, God knows ) in 
the exerciſe of Diſcipline ; than from the allowance 
or neglect of the Church it ſelf. Nay, 

3- Let them conſider, Whether when they ſe- 
parate from ſinful mixtures, the Church be not at 
that very time purging out thole ſinful mixtures : 
And is that a time to make a ſeparation from a 
Church, by departing from it, when the Servants of 

F Chriſt 
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Chriſt are making a ſeparation in that Church, by 
reforming it ? But, | 
4. Let it be ſeriouſly weighed, That ſome' infill 
mixtures are not a ſufficient cauſe of ſeparation from 
a Church. Hath not God his Church, even where 
corruption of Manners hath crept into a Church, it 
purity of 1*o&irine be maintained ? And 1s ſepara- 
tion from that Church lawtul, from which God doth 
not {eparate ? Did the Apoſtle, becauſe of the ſen- 
ul mixtures in the Church of Corinth , dire& the 
Faithful to ſeparate © Muſt not he who will for- 
bear Communion with a Church, till it be altogether 
freed from mrixtures, tarry till the day of Judge- 
ment ? till when, we have no promiſe, that Chri$t 


will gather out of his Church whatſoever doth of- 


fend. 


s. Let them conſider, Whether God hath made pri- 
wate Chriſtians Stewards in his Houſe , to determine 
whether thoſe with whom they Communicate are fit 
Members of-the Church, or not ? Or rather, Whether 
it be not their duty,when they diſcover Tares in the 
Church, in ſtcad of (eparating fromit, to labour that 
they may be found good Corn ; that ſo when God 
ſhall come to gather his Corn into his Garner, they 
may not be thrown out? Church-Officers are miniſte- 
rially betruſted with the Ordering of the Church, 
and for the opening and ſlwutting of the doors of the 

Churches 
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Churches Communion, by the Keys of Do@rine 
and Diſcipline : And herein if they ſhall either be 
hindred, or negligent, private Chriſtians ſhall not 
be intangled in the guilt of their Sin, if they be 
humbled, and uſe all lawful means for remedy, 
though they do Communicate. 

6. Let them ſearch, Whether there be any Scri- 
pture-warrant to break off Communion with any 
Church, when there is no defe&t in the Ordinances 
themſelves, onely upon this ground, becauſe ſome 
are admitted to them, who, becauſe of their perſo- 
nal miſcarriages, ought to be debarred? The Fews 
of old, though they ſeparated when the Worſhip 
it felt was corrupted, 2 Chron. 11. 14, 16. yet not 
becauſe wicked men were ſuffered to be in out- 
ward Communion with them, Ter. 7. 9, 10. Nor 
do the Precepts or Patterns of the Chriſtian Chur- 
ches, for caſting out of Offenders, give any liberty 
to ſeparation, 1n caſe of failing to caſt them out 3 
and though the ſuffering of ſcandalous Perſons be 
blamed, yet not the Communicating with them. 
The Command wot to eat with a Brother who 3s 4 
fornicator, or covetous, &c. 1 Cor. 5. 11. concerns 
not Religious, but Civil Communion, by a volun- 
tary, familiar, intimate Converſation, either in be- 
ing 1nvited, or inviting ; as is clear by theſe two 
Arguments. 
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r. That Fating which is here forbidden with a 
Brother, is allowed to be with an Heathen : But 
it's the Ciyil Eating which 1s. onely allowed to be 
with an Heathen : Therefore, it's the Civil Eating 
which is forbidden to be with a Brother. 

2. The Eating here forbidden, 1s for the puniſh- 
ment of the xocent, not for a puniſhment to the in- , 
zocent. Now though ſuch Civil Eating was to be 
torborn, yet it follows not at all, much leſs much 
more, that Religious Eating is forbidden. 

1. Becauſe Civil Eating 1s arbitrary, and unne- 
ccllary ; not ſo Religious, which is enzoyned, and 
a commanded Duty. 

2. There is danger of being infected by the 
wicked in civil, familiar, and arbitrary Fatings ; 
not {o in joyning with them in an holy and com- 
manded Service and Ordinance. 

3- Civil Fating is done out of love to the Party 
inviting or invited ; but Religious 1s done out of 
love to Feſus Chriſt, were it not for whom, we 
would neither eat at Sacrament with wicked men, 
nor at all. 

To conclude this; Separation from Churches,from 
which Chriſt doth not ſeparate, is Schiſmatical. Now 
it's clear in the Scripture, that Chriff owneth Chur- 
ches where Faith is found for the ſubſtance, and 
their Worſhip Geſpel-worſhip, though there be many 
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defefts and ſinful mixtures among them. And what 
I have ſaid concerning rhe Schiſmaticalueſs of ſep- 
ration, becaule of the ſrnfil mixtures of thole who 
are wicked in practice, 1s as true concerning ſepara- 
tion from them who are crroneous in judgment, if 
the Errours of thoſe trrom whom the ſeparation is 
made, be not Fnndamental, and hinder Communi- 
on with Chriſt the Head. And much more clear 
Gif clearer can be) is the Schiſmaticalneſs of thoſe 
who ſeparate from, and renounce all Communion 
with thoſe Churches which are not of their own 
manner of conſtitution, and modell'd according to 
the Plattorm of their own particular Church-order. 
To refrain Fellowſhip and Communion with ſuch 
Churches who profels Chriſt their Lord, whoſe Faith 
is found, whoſe Worſhip is Goſpel-worſhip, whole 
Lives are holy, becauſe they come not into that 
particular way of Church-Order which we have 
pitch'd upon, is a Schilmatical rending of the Church 
of Chriſt to pieces. Of this the Church of Rome are 
moſt guilty, who do moſt plainly a/c. 7w twris, and 
circum{cribe and bound the Church of Chriſt with- 
in the Limits and Boundaries of the Roman Furiſ- 
diction, even ſo, as that they caſt oft all Churches 
in the World, yea and cut them off from all h6pe 
of Salvation, who ſubje& not themſelves to their 
way. Herein likewiſe thole Separatiſts among our 
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ſelves are heinouſly faulcy, who cenſure and con- 
demn all other Churches, though their Faith, Wor- 
ſbip, and Converſation be never ſo Scriptural, meer- 
ly becauſe they are not gathered into Church-order 
according to their own Patterns. In Scripture, 
Churches are commended and dignified, according 
as their fundamental Faith was found, and their 
Lives holy; not according to the regularity of their 
firſt manner of gathering : And notwithſtanding 
the exaCteſt regularity of their firſt gathering, when 
Churches have once apoſtatized trom Faith and 
Manners, Chriſt hath withdrawn Communion from 
them. And this making of the firſt gathering of 
People into Church- fellowſhip, to be the Rule to di- 
rect us with whom we may hold Communion, will 
make us retuſe ſome Churches upon whom are ſeen 
the Scripture-charaGers of true Churches, and joyn 
with others onely upon an Humane teſtimony, be- 
cauſe Men onely tell us they were orderly gathered. 

Obl. ult. I ſhould be our care to ſhun Separation. 
To this end, 

1. Labour to be progreſſive in the work of Mor- 
tification. The le(s carnal we are, the leſs contenti- 
on and diviſion will be among us. Are ye not carnal ? 
(faith the Apoſtle ): and he proves it from their di- 
vitions. Separation 18 uſually, but very abſurdly, ac- 
counted a ſign of an high-prown Chriſtian. We 
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wrangle becauſe we are Children, and are en in 
malice becauſe children in holineſs ; Wars among 
our ſelves proceed from the luſts that war in our 
members, James 4. 1. 

2. Admire no Mans Perſon. The exceſlive re- 
rarding of ſome, makes us deſpiſe others in reſpect 
of them. When one Man ſeems a Gyant, another 
will ſeem a Dwarf in compariſon of him. This 
cauſed the Corinthian Schiſm. Take heed of Man- 
worſhip, as well as Image-worſhip : Let not Idolatry 
be changed, but aboliſh'd. Of this largely before, 
upon having mens perſons in admiration. 

3- Labour for experimental benefit by the Ordi- 
nazices. Men ſeparate to thoſe Churches which the 
account better, becauſe they never found thoſe 
where they were before (to them) good. Call not 
Minivters good (as the young man in the Goſpel did 
Chriſt) complementally onely ; for if fo, you will 
ſoon call them bad. Find the ferting up of Chris# 
in your Hearts by the Mini$try, and then you will 
not dare to account it Antichrivtian. If, with Fa- 
cob, we could ſay of our Bethels, God 3s here, we 
would ſet up Pillars, nay be ſuch, for our conſtan- 
Cy in abiding in them. 

4. Neither give nor receive Scandals. Give them 
not, to occaſion others to ſeparate ; nor receive 
them, to occaſion thy own ſeparation : Watch ex- 
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atly ; conſtrue doubtful matters charitably. Look 
not upon Blemiſhes with Multiplying-glaſles, or old 
Mens Spectacles : Hide them, though not imitate 
them : Sport not your ſelves with others nakednels. 
Turn ſeparation from, into lamentation for the Scan= 
dalous. | 

. Be not much taken with Novelties. New- 
Lights have ſet this Church on fire : For the moſt 
part they -are taken out of the Dark-Lanthorns of . 
old Herericks. They arc falſe and Fools-fires, to lead 
Men into the Precipice of Separation. Love Truth 
in an old dreſs; let not Antiquity be a prejudice 
againſt, nor Novelty an inducement to the enter- 
tainment of Truth, 

6. Give not way to lefler differences. A little 
divition will ſoon rile up to greater : Small Wedyes 
make way for bigger. Our Hearts are like to Tin- 
der; a little Spark will enflame them. Be jealous 
of your Hearts when Contentions begin, ſtifle them 
in the Cradle. Par! and Barnabas ſeparated about 
a {mall matter, the taking of an Aflociate. 

7. Beware of Pride, the Mother of Contention 
and Separation. Love not the prebeminence. Rather 
be fit for, than detirous of Rule. Deſpiſe not the 
meaneſt ; ſay not, I have no need of thee. All Schiſms 
and Hereſies are moſtly grafted upon the Stock of 

Pride. The firſt rent that was ever made in God's 
| Family, 
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Family, was by the Pride of Angels, wer. 14. and 
that Pride was nothing elſe but the deſire of Inde- 


pendency. 


8. Avoid Self-ſeeking. He who ſeeks his own 
things and profit , will not mind the good and 
peace of the Church. Oh take heed leſt thy Secular 
Intereſt draw thee to a new Communion, and thou 
colour over thy departure with Religion and Con- 
{cience. ; 

Thus have we ſpoken of the firſt, iz, What 
theſe Seducers did, wiz. ſeparate themſelves. 

2. The Caule of their ſeparation, or what the 
were, in theſe words, ſenſual, not having the Spirit. 


[This T will onely give the Breviate of (ſtill keeping 
to his own words leaving it to his Commentary 
on Jude, ſince printed.] 


By the word 4, the Apole ſeems to me to 
make their bruitiſh ſenſuality and propenſions to be 
the caule of their ſeparation: as if he had ſaid, They 
will not live under the ſtri&# Diſcipline, where they 
muſt be curb'd and reſtrain'd from following their 
lIufts ; no, theſe Senſualliſts will be alone by them- 
lelves, in Companies, where they may have their | 
hl of ſenſual pleaſures, and where they may grati- 
he their genizs to the utmoſt. 


The Apoſtle ſeems to add this their ſenſuality, 
” - 
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and want of the Spirit, to their ſeparating themſelve# 
not onely to ſhew, that ſenſuality was the caule of 
their ſeparation, and the want of the Spirit the caule 
of both ; but as it he intended direaly to thwart 
and crols them in their pretences of having an high 
and extrordinary meaſure of ſpiritzalneſs above 0- 
thers, who,as thele Seducers might pretend, were in 
ſo low a Form of Chriſtianity, and had {o little ſþi- 
ritualneſs, that they were not worthy to keep them 
company i whereas 7ude tells thele ChriStians, that 
theſe Seducers were o far from being more ſpiritu- 
al than others, that they were meer Senſuallifts, 
and had nothing in them of the Spirit at all, exc. 


Obſervati ons. 


Obl. 1. Commonly ſenſuality lies at the bottom of 
fenful ſeparation, and making of Se&ts. Separate them- 
(elves, ſenl(ual, gc. 

Obl. 2. It's poſſeble for thoſe who are ſenſual, and 
without the S$p:rit, to boaſt of Spiritualneſs. Of rhele 
betore. 

Obl. 3. SanEiity and Senſuality cannot agree to- 
cether. 

Obſ. 4. They whowant the Spirit, are eaſily brought 
over to Senſuality. | 
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To his W wks Friend H., N. 


SIR, 


I Heartily thank you for putting me in mind of 
- our Jate Diſcourſe, and for giving me lo fair an 
opportunity to purſue it, by the Sermon that you 
ſent me ; which I greedily read, and had no {oon- 
er run over, but I bleſs'd my ſelf to find, that you 
ſhould put the Cauſe upon this Ifſue, and to appeal 
to that tor the juſtification of the preſent Separa- 
tion. I look d again, and thought that you might 
be miſtaken, and had ſent me a Sermon againſt 
Mr. 7enkin, rather than one for him. Tr was a Di- 
{courſe that I do acknowledge my ſelf not to be 
altogether a Stranger to, and what I then retained 
ſome remembrance of ; but yet wholly to unde- 
ceive my ſelf, I ſent for the Book which you ſay 
| you compared it with, and, to my no {mall fatisfa- 
tion, found them (as to what concerns the matter 
of our Dilpute)) honeſtly to agree ; and that you 
may as well bring the one to vouch for the _ 
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of the other, as he himſelf may (if there were of 
caſion) Mr. Brinſley's Arraignment of Schiſm (from 
whence he hath borrowed the {ſubſtance of this 
Sermon ) in the juſtification of what he hath ſaid 
here upon that Subject. 

And now, S$zr, T am glad that I have brought you 
thus far ; for I defire no better advantage than 
what this Sermon will afford me, and ſhall decline 
the Order that we obſerved in our Diſcourle, on 
purpoſe to comply with it. 

You may remember, that I then undertook to 
ſhew, 

1. That the old Nonconformifts did themſelves 
hold Lay-Communion with the Church of Eng 
land, and accounted thole that did not, guil- 
ty of Schiſm, as by their Writings yet extant 
doth appear. 

2. That the preſent Nonconformiſts, who are Preſ- 
byteridns , did plead their Practice, and uſe 
their Arguments, againſt the Independents, and 
others, that did in the late Times ſeparate 
from themtelves. 

3- That Lay-Communion with the Church of Eng- 
land, is the fame in our Times, that it was in 
the Times of the o/d Nonconformi$ts ; and that 
the Church of England hath as much to ſay 
tar it {elf now, as it had then. 

4- That 
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] 4. That therefore the yew Separation doth not 
in reality difter from the old, and is truly 
Schiſm, it either they, or the old Nonconformiſts 
ſpoke true. 

Now this I look upon as a very covenient Me- 
thod to bring the Cale to a Decilion ; but becaule 
I will ſhew how willing I am to meet you, and 
how confident I am in the goodnels of my Caule, 
I ſhall cake that courſe which will more readily 
lead me to make ule of the Sermon, though in the 
purſuing of that, I ſhall allo ſay what will ſerve 
tor the proof of the Propoſitions before laid down. 

- In the firſt place, it will be neceſlary to ſhew 

what Schiſm is. Now, that,. as may be colleCted 
from Mr. 7enkin here, 3s a perverſe or undue ſepa- 
ration from Church-Communion, pag. 21, 22. or, a 
voluntary and unneceſsary dividing and ſeparation 
from a true Church, pag. 31. 

And upon this Detinition I ſhall proceed, and 
ſhew, 

1. That the Church of England is a true Church. 

2. That there is a Separation from it. 

3+ That this Separation is voluntary and wnneceſ-- 
ary. 
F That therefore the preſent Separation is ſchiſ- 
matical. 

1. That the Church of England is a true Church. 
But. 
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But here weare put to it, to tell what the Church of 
England is, By the Author of Sacrilegions Deſertion, 
pag. 35. We are told (faith he) of Schiſm from the 
Church of England, when I would give all the Money 
in my Purſe, to make me underifand what the Church 
of Enzland is. IT might here, without any more 
ado, refer him to Mr. Baxter for reſolution, of 
whom, Mr. Hickan faith, in his Bonaſus Vapulans, 
printed the ſame Year, pag. 138. That be has Com- 
municn with the Churci of England in all Ordinan- 
ces ; who cannot but certainly know what that 
Church 1s, or elle how can he hold Communion 
with it 2 But becaule there is ſo great a Profit like 
to attend it, and in compaſſion to him that hath 
there raiſed ſo much duſt that he c:nnot ſee his 
own way, I ſhall for once tell him. what it 1s by 
Wile Men thought to be, viz. That Company of 
Perſons, in this Nation, that doth joyn together in 
the Ordinances of God, according to the Laws eſta- 
bliſhed amongſt us for Eccleſiaſtical Matters. It is 
the joyning together in the Ordinances of God, which 
makes a Church a True Church, as Mr. Brinſley ſaith, 
1m his Arraignment of Schiſm, pag. 31. And it's the 
Joyning together in them , according to the Laws 
eſtabliſhed amongſt us, that makes ſuch a Church 
to be the Church of England. T muſt profels, Sir, 
to you, That I can hardly forbear to expoſe that 
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Book of $ acrilegious Deſertion, that as much abonnds 
with I!)-nature, Selt-conceir, Contuljon, and Sclt- 
contradiciion, as any that [ have met with of that 
kind ; but becauſe the 4ihor hath been in many 
things of good uſe to the Church of God, I ſhall not 
treat him with that rigour ſuch a Book delerves; 
and ſhall therejore proceed to ſhew, That this Church 
35 a True Church. He indecd, pag. 43. of that Book, 
when it had been objected againſt che preſent ſepa- 
ration , That their Members are taken out of True 
Churches, replies, How many Biſhops have written, 
that the Church of Rome is a Irne Church, ©. and 
z:18t no Churches therefore be gathered ont of them ? 
[ Her, it ſhould be. ] thereby dill ingenuouſly in{inu- 
ating, T-at the C burch of England is no otherwile 
a irue Church than that of Roxre, and may as lately 
be ſeparated from. Now how the Church of Kome 
is faid to be a true Church, Mr. Brinſley will inform 
us, pag. 26. of his Arraignment of Schiſm : There is 
a twofold T rueneſs ; Natural, the one z Meral, the 
oiher : In the former ſenſe, a Cheater, a Thief may be 
faid to be a rrne Man, and a Whore a trne Woman, 
and (till ſhe be divorced) a irne Wife ; yea, and the 
Devil himſelf, though the Father of Lies, yet a true 
Spirit. And in this ſenſe we ſhall not need to grutch 
the Church of Rome the name of a true Church ; if 
not fo, why do we call her a Church 4 Chuxch ſhe 
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is, in regard of the outward Profeſſton of Chriſtiani- 
ty; but yet a falſe Church : true in ExiFtence, but 
falſe in Belief, &c. not ſo a true Church, but that 
ſhe is alſo a falſe Church, an Heretical, Apoſtatical, 
Antichriſtian Synagogue. But whether the Author 
of Saciilegions Deſertion hath the ſame thoughts of 
the Church of England, let pag. 76. ſhew, where he 
faith, As I conſtantly joyn in my Pariſh-Church in Li- 
turgie and Sacraments, ſo I hope to do while I live 
(if IT live under as honeſt a Miniſter ) at due times. 
And he would by all means have their Aſſemblies 
accounted onely as Chappel-Mectings, pag. 15. with 
reſpe& ro the Publick. Now God forbid that all 
this ſhould be, and that in the mean time he ſhould 
think, that the Church of England is no more a true 
Church than the Church of' Rome, and not more to 
be held Communion with. But the contrary is evi- 
dent from him, and ſo his abovelaid Inf{inuation the 
more blame-worthy. But however, let him think 
as he pleaſcth, it is very obvious, that the conſtant 
Opinion of the ofd Nonconformiſts was , That the 
Church of Enzland was a true Church, and what, as 
{uch, they thought that they were oblig'd to hold 
Communion with. So Mr. Baxter, in his Preface to 
the Cure of Church-Diviſons, faith of them ; The 
old NonconformiSts, who wrote ſo much againſt Separa- 
tion, were neither blind, nor Temporizers. [hey ſaw 
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the danger on that fide. Ewen Brightman on the Re- 
velation, that writeth againſt the Prelacy and Cere- 
monies, ſeverely reprehendeth the Separatiſts. Read 
but the Writings of Mr. ]. Paget, Mr. J.Ball, Mr.Hil- 
derſham, Mr. Bradſhaw, Mr. Bains, Mr. Rathband, 
and many ſuch others, againſt the Separatiſts of thoſe 
Times, and you may read, that our Light 3s not great- 
er, but leſy than theirs, &-c. So Mr. Crofton, 1n his 
Reformation not Separation, (though ſeveral of them 
he evidently wrongs, that were far from any diſat- 
tection to the Order and Diſcipline of the Church,as 
Ridley, &c.) pag. 43. Tindal, Hooper, Ridley, La- 


; timer, Farrar, Whitaker, Cartwright, Bains, Sibbs, 
' Preſton, Rogers, Geree, }. Ball, Langly, Hind, Ni- 
; cols, xc. greaning under retained Corruptions, cc. 


Jet lived to their laſt breath in conſtant Communion 
with the Church.. And this they did, upon the ſup- 
poſition of this Truth. Nay, 1o far were they per- 
ſuaded of this, that they did prefer it to moſt 
Churches in the World. So the Letters betwixt 
the Miniſters of Old and New-England, publiſhed 
by Mr. 4ſbþ and Mr. Rathband, 1643. If we deny 
Communion with ſuch a Churcly as ours , there hath 
been no Church this thouſand years with which a Chri- 
ftian might lawfully joyn. When the Wars began, 
there were thoſe indeed that talked otherwiſe, and 
then they would perſuade the People, that there 

H was 


(50) 
was no difference betwixt 1hat and Rome ; as Mr. 
Marſhal, in his Sermon upon the Urion of the Two 
Houſes, Jan. 18. 1647. All Chriſtendom, except Ma- 
lignants in England, do now fee, that the Queſtion in 
England is, Whether Chriſt or Antichriſt ſhall be 
Lord and King? Then thole that were {uſpended 
before the Long-Parliament time, were the IWhitneſ- 
ſes that were ſlain, and the Prelacy was an Antichri- 
ftian Power ; and the taking away of that, and the 
Ceremonies, was the tenth part of the City falling, as 
Mr. Woodcock did expound it, in his Sermons of the 
two Witneſſes, 164.3. pag. 83, ©» 86. Then they 
were the Amorites, and there was the cup of abomi- 
nation amongſt them, as you may tind ir in a Book 
called The Principal A&ts of the General Aſſembly 
convened at Edinburgh, May 29. 1644. pag. 19. 
But when the Tide began to turn, and Presbytery 
was oppoſed, and in great danger of being run 
down by Independency, they changed their Tune, 
and began to plead for the Truth of it, and their 
Propriety in it. Thus we find Ordination according | 
to the Church of England maintained by the Lon- 
don-Minifters, in their Vindication, pag. 143. We 
do not deny, but that the way of Miniſters entring 
into the Miniſtry by the Biſhops, had many defects in 
it :—Put we add, That notwithſtanding all the acci- 
dental corruptions, yet it 1s not ſubſtantially and eſſe = 
tially 
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tially corrupted : By Dr. Seaman, in his Anſwer to 
the Dzatribe ; by Mr. Brinſley of Schiſm, page 31. 


by Mr. Firmin, in his Separation examined, page 2. 


' Then we are told, That Preaching and Prayer were 


kept pure in the Epiſcopal days, by Mr. Firmin, 
ibid. pag. 29. And to ſhew you how reverendly 
they ſpoke of this Church, I will onely quote 1t 
from one that muſt be thought to ſpeak out of- no 
affection, and that is F. Goodwin, in his Sion College 
viftted,pag. 26. Donbtleſs the real and true Miniſters 
of the Province of London, having ſuch abundant 
opportunity of converſe with [ravellers from all Parts, 
cannot but be full of the truth of this Information, 
That there was more of the truth and power of Reli- 
gion in England, under the Iate Prelatical Govern- 
ment, than in all the Reformed Churches beſides. 

But you will ay, All this may be granted, and 
yet nothing ſaid; for the Caſe is altered, the Church 
of” England not being now what it was then. This, 
I acknowledge, the Author of Sacrilegious Deſertion, 
pag. 43- doth ſuggeſt 3 The lowe of Peace, and the 
fear of frightning any further from Pariſb-Communi- 
on than I deſire, do oblige me to forbear ſo much as 
to deſcribe or name the additional Conformity, and that 
Sin which Nonconformiits fear and fly from, which 
maketh it harder to us that deſire it , to draw many 
good People to Communion with Conformifts, than it 
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was of old. But this additional Conformity that the 
People are concerned in, I am yet to underſtand; 
and [ fear he had another Reaſon to forbear the 
deſcription of it, viz. becauſe he could not. How- 
ever, for once ſuppole this ; yet he grants, that it's 
onely harder ; but that doth not make it unlaw- 
ful : For then what ſhall we fay to Mr. Corbet, 
that in his Diſcourſe of the Religion of England, An- 
m0 1667. pag. 33- doth declare, That the Presbyte- 
rians generally hold the Church of England to be a true 
Church, though defe&iive in its Order and Diſcipline, 
and frequent the Worſhip of” God in the Publick, Aſ- 
ſemblies ? (I believe he ſpeaks of thoſe that he con- 
verſes with, for here it 1s generally otherwiſe as to 
the point of Practice.) What ſhall we ſay to Mr. 
Hickman, that in his Bonaſus Vapulans, page 153. 
ſaich of himſelf, I profeſs, where-ewer I come, I make 
it my buſineſs to reconcile People to the Publick, Aſſem- 
blies ; my Conſcience would fly in my Face, if I ſhould 
do otherwiſe * What ſhall be ſaid to that of Mr. Bax- 
ter, in his Cure of Church-Diwviſns, pag. 263, 264, 
265. where he faith, Thouſands of well-meaning 
People live as if England were almo$t all the World, 
and do boldly ſeparate from their Neighbours here 
which they durſt not do, if they ſoberly conſidered, that 
almoſt all the Chriſtian World are worſe than they 
And that the preſent State of this Church is far bet- 
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ter than almoſt any in the World, he there doth 
largely prove. So far as the Profeſſion of theſe Per- 
{ons doth hold (who both deſerve, and Iam confi- 
dent have your reverence) we are ſafe. 

But ſtill ſuppoſe the worſt, I will be bold to ſay, 
and I queſtion not to prove, that our Church is 
more a Church, than what theirs was, when they ſo 
briskly aſſaulted the Independents, and charged them 
with no-le(s than Schiſmr, tor their ſepartion from it: 
For, it you conſider, you will find, that their Con- 
ſtitution was not {etled, nor the Church in any or- 
der, when this Controverſite began, and was carried 
on amongſt them. How it was in 1642. Sir Ed. 
ward Dering, 1n his Speeches then made and print- 
ed, will inform. us, pag. 47. © The Church of Eng- 
« [and (not long ſince the Glory of the Retormed 
« Religion) is milerably torn and diſtracted : you 
< can hardly now ſay, which is the Church of Eng- 
« land. A little above, in the fame page, he faith 
thus : © Mr. Speaker, There is a certain new-born, 
< unſeen, ignorant, dangerous, deſperate way of I» 
* dependency : Are we, Sir, for this Independent 
©« way ?. Nay, (Sir) are we for the elder. Brother of 
* it, the Presbyterial Form ? F have not yet heard 
* any one Gentleman within theſe Walls ſtand up 
<« and aſſert his Thoughts here, for either of theſe 
« Ways: And yet (Sir) we are made the gr | 
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'& and ProteGors of theſe fo difterent, ſo repugnant 


« Innovations, @&c. How it was in 1645. you may 
gueſs, when the Sovereign Argument they had was, 
That they had hopes of a Settlement. So Mr. Ce 


lamy, in a Fa$t-Sermon preached that Year, © did 


« call upon his People to be aſhamed and contound- 
« ed, as for divers other things, ſo, amongſt the reſt, 

cc for this, that whilſt the Parliament is (i [tting, and 
a labouring to ſettle things, and while the Afſem- 
« bly of Miniſters are ſtudying to ſettle Religion, 
« and Jabouring to heal our Breaches , that any 
« ſhould be ſeparating from us : as we may learn 
out of The Door of Truth opened, Pag. 5. So again, 
pag. 6. © They engage themſelves into ſeparated 
«* Congregations, and do not wait and tarry to = 
« what Reformation the Parliament will make. 

it 15 confeſſed by the London-Minifters, in their wh 
ter to the Aſſembly, pag. 2. Fan. 1. 1645, © That the 
« Reformation of Keljoion i is not yet ſ{ctled among 
« us according to the Covenant ; and urge it to 
ſhew, that the Deſires and Endeavours of the Inde- 
pendents for a Toleration at that time , were very 
unreaſonable. How it was in 1646. you may fee 
in Mr. Brinſley's Arraignment, pag. 48, 49. © It 15 
= alledged, That in this Kingdom at preſent there 
« 15 no way laid forth for the Churches to walk in: 

* And then, why may they not take liberty to ſet 
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* up their way, as well as others theirs ? 4nſw. Sup- 
* pole the Church hath not her way laid out, yet 
© i will not be denied, but that ſhe hath been all 
*« this while fſecking it out, &c. Neither can it be 
© truly ſaid, that the Church is {o wholly deſticute 
{© of a way to walk in, whether tor Worſhip,. or 
« Government ; the former of which is (and for 
« ſome good time hath been) fully agreed upon : 
« the lacter, however not fully compleated, yet is 
« it for {ſubſtance both determined and held forth. 
How 1t was 1656. Dr. Drake, in his Bar to Free 
admiſſion, doth acknowledge, pag. 132. © How ma- 
&« ny Congregations have for ten or twelve Years 
*« together afſembled conſtantly at the Word and 
« Prayer, without the Lords Supper, yea ſome of 
« them haply without Baptiſm : A great fault, I 
« orant; but, I hope, not ſo great as to unchurch 
« them. To favour whom, he is drove to afhrm, 
That © I dare not ſay, the Sacraments are eſſential 
«« Notes of the Church viſible. This was that which 
lay hard upon them, and what the Independents 
took great advantage of, viz. That they were ſome 
Years without any ſetled Conſtitution, and at laſt 
lo detective in ſuch a conſiderable part as Govern- 
ment and Diſcipline. So it was urged by the Five 
Dittenting Brethren, in'their Apologetical Narrati- 
on, 164% pag, 23- When the others charged them 


with 


(56) 
with Schiſnr, they thus anſwer : © Schiſm, which 
** yet muſt either relate to a differing from the 
<« former Eccleſiaſtical Government of this Church 
© eſtabliſhed; and then, who is not involved in it, 
« as well as we? or, to the Conſtitution and Go- 
6 vernment that is yet to come ; and until that be 
& agreed on, eſtabliſhed, and declared, and actu- 
« ally exiſt, there can be no guilt or imputation of 
& Schiſm trom it. This was what the Presbyterians 
themſelves lamented; as the Norwich-Miniſters, in 
their Hue and Cry after Vox Populi, Anno 1646. 
pag. 31. © We could wilh ſome Penal Law were 
«<.againſt the Independents, Anabaptiſts, and ſome 
« Government ſetled. And when it is objected 
there, © The Parliament hath given full Power and 
6 Authority for Ordination,c. They anſwer, © For 
&« what, Sir ? to Ordain Paſtors for each Congre- 
<«.oation ? or to chuſe Elders ? In what Ordinance 
<«.1s this Power given to any but the City of Lox- 
& don £ The want of this, was what their Adver- 
laries did continually object ; and this was what 
they uſed all their skill to refute, as Mr. Brinſley, 
pag. 31. Object. We want an Ordinance, viz. Dif- 
cipline. So in Knutton's Seven ueftions about Sepa- 
ration, 1645. And which Mr. Firmin is lo peſter- 
ed with, that he anſwers it after this fort, in his Se- 
paration examined, pag. 28, 29. © But this Objecti- 
© ON 
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«© on hath no place in theſe Churches ; for, Prayer, 
« Preaching, Adminiſtration of the Sacraments, yea, 
« Diſcipline they had in the Epiſcopal days, ec. As 
if that were ſufficient to vindicate what they want- 
cd in theirs. 

The Caſe then was plainly thus : That they were 
ſome Years without any ſetled ConStitution ; That 
though the Province of London was by an Ordinance, 
r645. divided into Twelve Claſſical Elderſhips, yet 
after all the Ordinances about it, the very Form of 
Government was not ordered to be publiſhed till 
29 Aug. 1648. ray, nor the Articles of Religion 
agreed to be printed till about a Month before : 
And yet notwithſtanding, then the Cry was, Inde- 
pendency a great Schiſm, and worſe than Popery, (as 
Adam Stenart in his Zerubbabel to Sanballat, p. 53.) 
and Separation from them, Schiſmatical. Now, it it 
muſt be ſo, when no body knew what the Church 
was, nor they themſelves knew what Foundation 
to lay it upon (if 7. Goodwin, in his Sion College wi- 
ſited, pag. 10. or F. L. in his Plain Truth, pag. 6. 
are to be believed, and as Mr. Brinſley, pag.49. doth 
not deny); then what muſt it not be, when it is 
from a Church that is eſtabliſhed, and whoſe Arti- 
cles, Conſtitutions, and Orders are, and have been 
time out of mind ſetled, as ours is? If in 1647. 
there was a Church, and a Church of England, as the 

I Miniſters 
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Minifters ſent by the Parliament in that Year to 
Oxford did maintain , and as the Form of Church- 
Government. to be uſed in. the. Church of England, 
printed by Order of Parliament, 1648. doth 'ac- 
knowledge ; then certainly ſuch a thing there is 
now to be found. | 

To conclude this: If the o/d Nonconfarmiſts thought 
the Church of England to be a true Church, and 
what they did think themſelves obliged to hold 
Commnmon. with ; It the preſent Nonconformibts, 
when time was, did declare as much ; If the Church 
of England doth not now difter from what it was 
when they ſo thought of it ; aud that it .is much 
more a Church, than what that was that the Inde- 
pendents were accounted by them Schiſmaticks for 
withdrawing from : Then I. hope their Separation 
from us, will be allowed to be unwarrantable. 

And now I know not what can be ſaid, unleſs, 
with the Author of Sacrilegions Deſertion, pag. 33. 
it be ſaid, that this is onely /ocal diftind&ion, not ſe | 
paration. But that 1s the ſecond thing I ſhall pro- | 
ceed to ſhew. 

2. There 3s a Separation fron the Church of Eng- 
Lind. If there was no more to be ſaid in this Cale, 
than what Adam Stenart, in his Zerubbabel to San- © 
ballat., wrote againſt the Independents, 1644. it 
would. be {ufficient';.w7z..4.1t ye be dot —_ 
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« from us, but entertain Union and Communion 
« with us, what need ye more a Toleratior, rather 
« than the reſt of the Members of our Chrch 2 
The pains the Nonconformiſts took to compaſs, and 
the joy which they expreſſed at obtaining a Tolera- 
tion, ſhews that they were not of its Communion. 
But what credit can we give to ſuch a Declarati- 
on? «For alas, (as Mr. Brinſley, pag. 28. {aith in the 
« {ame caſe) what meaneth the lowing of the Oxen, 
« and the bleating of the Sheep ? I mean, the con- 
« fuſed noiſe.of our lefſer and greater. Diviſions? 
« —Diviſions, not onely withour Separations, Sects; 
« and Factions ; but Diviſions of an higher na« 
« ture, amounting to no leſs than. direct Separatt- 
« on; and that not barely to a negative, but.to 2 
<« poſitive Separation, to the ſetting up of Altars 
« againſt Altars, Churches againſt Churches. That 
<« it is 1o de fad, I think it will not, it cannot be 
« denied. © For, if Mr. Baxter, and ſome others, 
ſhall profeſs, That they meet .not at the ſame hour 
with the-Publick, ander any colour and pretence, in 
any Religions Exerciſe, than according to #he Litnrgie ; 
and yet in the mean time uſe it not: the Dividers 
will not ſee (as the Author: of Sacrilegions Deſertion 
ſaith, pag, 20.) the different Principles on which they 
go, while their.Prafice ſeemeth to be the ſame. But 


. if weſhould graut this, to thoſe: that .are willing to 


I 2 hold 


(60) 


| hold Communion with us; yet theſe are very few, 


to what do wholly decline and deny it. Mr. Fen- 
kin here ſaith, pag. 22. That Separation appears 
<« in the withdrawing from the performance of thole 
« Duties which arc both the Signs of, and Helps to 
< Chriftian Unity, as Prayer, Hearing, Receiving of 
« Sacraments, &c. And that © Schiſm is negative, 
« when there is onely a {imple ſeceſſion, ec. with- 
« out making head againſt that Church from which 
« the departure is; or poſitive, when Perſons fo 
« withdrawing do fo confociate and draw them- 
« {elves into a diſtinct and oppoſite Body,ſctting up 
« a Church againſt a Church. Now I dare appeal 
to all that know them, whether Mr. Ferkin, and 
the far greater part of his Brethren, have been ever 
ſeen in our Congregations (unlels at ſome times the 
more adventurous of them have thruſt their Heads 
in at the Door; when, if they heard all, as it 5 
uſually but very little. of the Sermon that they have 
patience to hear, Mr. Brinſley will tell them, That 
as for Occaſeonal hearing, it is agreed on all hands, it 
3s not properly an a& of Church-Communion,pag.35.) 
And I will appeal to your Eyes, whether they do * 
not conſtantly keep up their Meetings in oppoſition |* 
to thoſe of the Church. But what need I go fo far - 
about, when this is not onely acknowledged , but 
defended ? See Mr. Wadſworth, in his Separation yet 
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no Schiſm, Epiſt. to the Reader, where he puts the 
Caſe of the Nonconformiſts thus : © There are ſome 
« hundreds of true Miniſters of Jeſus Chriſt, —and 
« there are many thouſands likewile of viſible Pro- 
« feſlors of Chriſtianity, do willingly hear and joyn 
« with theſe Miniſters in the Worſhip of God, and 
« in a participation of Sacraments :— Theſe meet in 
« diſtinc# Congregations , {eparate from the /egally- 
« eſtabliſhed Congregations in the Land, with whom 
« they will not, becauſe they cannot hold Commu- 
« nion. And now it 1s out, and what you ſee ts 
plainly avowed : So that I have leave to pals to 
the next Head. 

. That this Separation is voluntary, and unnecef- 
ſary. The ſin of Schiſnr, will all ſay, is very great, 
and what cannot be blotted out with the blood 
Martyrdom, as Mr. Fenkin here ſaith, pag. 26. one 
ſpoke wery well. But, as he obſerves from Muſculue, 
pag. 3I. There 3s a donble Schiſm, the one bad, the 
other good ; the bad is that whereby a good Union, 
the good whereby a bad Union is broken aſunder. 
And of what ſort the preſent Separation is, comes 
now to, be tried , which I ſhall do, by making my 
Obſervations from what this Sermon will afford, 
and by ſhewing from thence, when a Separation is 
Juftifiable, and when not. From all which, if it ap- 


pears, that the Reaſons produced by them fall 
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within the compaſs of the Negative, but hold not 


as to the Affirmative, it will appear, That their Se- 
paration 3s, voluntary, and unneceſſary. Now there 
are Six Caſes, as may be collefted from this Ser- 
201, in which Separation is unwarrantable, and ſchiſ- 
matical. 

7. It is not to be allowed, when it is by reaſon 
of Mixt-Communion, and admitting into Church<fel- 
lowſhip the vile with the precious. This he handles 
at large, from pag. 33: to pag. 37. and faith, That it 
hath zo Scripture-warrant. And this hath been their 
conſtant Opinion. So. Mr. Firmin, in his Separa- 
tion examined, pag. 40. © Corrupt Members there 
< were enough in the Fewiſb Church, and fo in the 


« Chriftian Churches {0on after, and in the Apoſtles 


« times ; but you have no example of ſeparatizg 
« from them. So the Prowincial Aſſembly of Lon- 
don, in their Vindication of the Presbyterial Govern- 
went, pag. 134. © Suppoſe there were ſome ſinful 


« mixtures at our Sacraments, yet we conceive this 


«< 3s not a ſufficient ground of a negative, much leſs 


This they give the 


« of a poſitive ſeparation. 


Reaſon of, Becauſe © in what Church ſocyer there 


* is purity of DoGrine, there God hath his Church, 
« though overwhelmed with ſcandals. And there- 
« fore whoſoever ſeparates from fuch an Aſſembly, 
©« ſeparates. from that ' place where God hath his 


« Church, | 
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« Chareh,which 1s raſh and unwarrantable. Mr.Vines, 
m his Treatiſe of the Sacrament, hath a whole Chap- 
ter, Vi%. cap. 20. to ſhew the unlawtulneſs of it, and 
laith, pag, 235. © That to excommunicate our {elves 
« from Gods Ordinances (1f Men of wicked Lite be 
« not excommunicate ) for tear of pollution by 
« them, is Donatiſtical. So Dr. Manton, on Fude, 
pag. 496. * The Scandals of Profeflors are ground 
« of 2rourning, but not of ſeparation. And Mr.Bax- 
ter doth ſpeak fully to it, in his Cure of Church-D#- 
viſions, pag $81. «© [t you mark all the Texts of the 
« Goſpel, you ſhall tind, that all the ſeparation which 
« is commanded in {uch caſes (beſides the ſeparation 
« from Infidels and the Idolatrous World) is but one 
« of thele two forts: 1. That either the Church 
«caſt out impenitent Sinners by the Power of the 
« Keys; or, 2. That private Men avoid all private 
<« familiarity with them. But that the private. Mem- 
« bers ſhould ſeparate from the Church, becauſe ſuch 
«Perſons are not caſt out of it, ſhew me one Text 
«to Prove it it you can. The conſideration of this, 
made the Author of the Book called Nonconformiſts 
no Schiſmaticks, to quit this Argument, concluding, 
pag. 16. with good reaſon, © That if one Mans fin 
« defileth another that Communicates with him, 
* who can affure himlelf of any Scriptural Com- 
* munian on this Side Heaven ? All which I have 
produced- 
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produced (and could indeed tire you with Quota- 
tions of this kind) on purpoſe to let you ſee how 
much the Author of Separation yet no Schiſm, doth 
run counter to his own Party, and withal, how lit- 
tle acquaintance with this Argument will ſerve to 
ſhew the weakneſs and incontfiſtency of that Trac. 
He puts the caſe thus, pag. 56. © If Miniſters, or 
« many of the Members are much corrupted, or the 
« Members onely commonly ſo, but connived at, it 
«3s a ſufficient ground for the ſound to withdraw. 
Ard for this he gives two Reaſons : © xr. Leſt under 
«the pretence of Peace, they ſhould be guilty of 
«the greateſt Uncharitablenels, and that is the hard- 
« ning and encouraging them in their abominable 
« Impieties. 2. Becauſe the ſound ought, by the Law 
«of God and Narure, to provide for their own 
« ſafety, for they cannot but be in apparent 
« danger by Communicating with ſuch. Now grant- 
ing the Caſe ſo to be, yet ſeparation will not be 
ranted lawful by themſelves, upon the Reaſons 
which he there gives. I ſhall refer him for an An- 
ſwer to the firſt of the Letters that paſſed betwixt 
the Miniſters of Old and New England, publiſhed 
by Mr. Afþ and Mr. Rathband, 1643. (as thought 
by them at that time very ſcaſonable). When thoſe 
of New England had faid, That by joyning with an 
inſufficient and unworthy Miniſtry, they did connte- 
| nance 
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nance them in their Place and Office, pag. $. it is an 
ſwered, pag. 1 1. The Scripture teacheth evidently, not 
onely that the People by joyning do not conntenance 
them in their Place and Office ; but that they muſt 
and ought to joyn with them in the Worſhip of God : 
and in ſeparating from the Ordinance, they ſhall ſin 
againſt God. From whence you may obſerve, That 
the countenancing of ſuch whom the Word of Truth 
doth condenm, as uot approved Minifters of God, (as 
it's there ſaid) 1s no reaſon to diſcharge us of our 
Duty ; and it Separation be not otherwiſe our Du- 
ty, the fear of hardning others, by our Communi- 
on with them, will never make it to be fo. Surely 
this might have been very well thought to be the 
effect of the ſame Practice in the Church of Corinth, 
where there was (as the Provincial Aſſembly of Lon- 
don oblerveth, in their Vindication, pag. 134.) ſuch 
a profane mixture at their Sacrament, as we believe 
few (if any) of our Congregations can be charged 
withal : And yet the Apoſtle doth not perſuade the 
godly Party to ſeparate, much leſs to gather a Church 
out of' a Church: Which yet had been very neceſ- 
fary, it this Author's Reaſon had been of any force. 
And his ſecond Reaſon, wiz. Care of our own 
ſafety, will alſo have no place here, if Mr. Jenkin's 
Authority will ſignifie any thing with him ; who 
ſpeaking 1n this Sermon, p. 36. of that Text, x Cor. 
K 5. IT 
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g. 11. of not eating with a Brother, &c. ſhews very 
well, that it 15 to be underſtood of Civil, and not 
Religious cating , and gives this as one Reaſon for 
it, vi%. That there is danger of being infefted by the 
wicked in civil, familiar, and arbitrary eatings ; not 
ſo in joyning with them in an holy and commanded 
Service and Ordinance. It we follow the Apoſtles 
Precept, of having no familiar and ordinary converſe 
with Fornicators, Covetous, Idolaters, Drunkards, 
©-c. we may be aflured, that we ſhall be in no dan- 
ger of Infection by their Company in Religious 
Offices and Duties, where there 1s little or no con- 
verſe, opportunity, and way for it. The caſe, I 
acknowledge, is fad, when ſuch are to be found a- 
mongſt Chriſtians, and that Diſcipline is not exer- 
ciſed upon them : but I ought not to leave my 
Place and Duty, becauſe ſuch do joyn with me in 
it ; or to ſeparate from the Church of God, becauſe 
{uch continue in its Communion : For, this is to tear 
the Church in pieces, and the Doctrine that drives 
to it is very pernicious. Take the Character of it 
from the Provincial Aſſembly, in their Vindication, 
Pag. 124. That DoGrine that crieth up Purity, to the 
raine of Unity, 1s contrary to the Do&trine of the Go- 
el. 
of But truly, the caſe is not ſo bad with us, as it 15 


repreſented. I know there are ſome that do ob- 
ject, 
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zeQt, as 7. Rogers did in 1653. The Pariſh-Churches 
are not rightly conFtituted, for there is in them rant- 
ing, revelling, —To whom I ſhall reply, as Mr. Crof- 
ton did then to him, in his Beth/benreſh clouded, pag. 
103. O ſharp ſentence ! ſevere cenſure ! at one word 
pronounced on all Pariſhes indefinitely : 1he Poſition 
whence it flows had need be well proved, and the In- 
ference well backed. For, I muſt needs fay, that what 
Mr. Firmin, in his Separation examined, þ. 42. once 
ſaid of the Presbyterial, is true of rhe Epiſcopal, That 
there are many Miniſters that have as few wicked at 
that Ordinance | of the Lords Supper |, as ever were 
in the Church of Corinth. I muſt contels, that I was 
pleaſed with the ingenuous acknowledgment of the 
Author of The Cry of ' a Stone, in 1642. who faith, 
pag. 39. * I freely acknowledge, that there are ma- 
«ny in the Pariſhes of England, which are of a ve- 
«ry godly Lite and Converſation, and ſome that 


«go as far therein, as ever I ſaw any in my lite : 


«And it I ſhould prefer any of the Separated be- 


« fore them in Converſation, I ſhould ſpeak againſt 
« my own Conſcience : but in the Church-ſtate and 
« Order, I muſt prefer the other. And I queſtion 
not, but that the State of the Church is ſtill as 
good, in that reſpect, as it was then; and might 
have been better, had thoſe kept in it that are run 
away from it,- and - that by their Diviſions in Reli- 
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gion, make many to queſtion whether there be any 
{uch thing in the World. Certainly, were our en- 
deavours rightly placed and united, there is (carcely 
any Church in the World whoſe Temper would pro- 
mile more ſucceſs, than that of ours : And if we 
would deal fairly (as F. G. in his R—_— pag. 5. 
once {aid ) in comparing them together, and not ſet the 
Head of the one again$t the Tail of the other, but mea- 
ſure Head with Head, and Tail with Tail; I will not 
ſay of our Church, as he did of Independency, That 
if that hath its Tens, Presbytery hath its Thouſands 
of the Sons of Belial in its Retinue : but I will fay, 
That even the ſeparated Churches, as they now ſtand, 
are not without them, as well as we: And if they 
would as well look out the Extortioner, and Un» 
juſt, and Covetous, and Railer, (not to {peak of 0- 
thers) amongſt themſelves, as they do pick out the 
Fornicator and Drunkard, that are (as they inſtnu- 
ate) with us, they would find their own: Churches 
not ſo good, and others not ſo bad as they imagine. 

But ſuppoſing that ſuch are in the Communion 
of our Church (as it is not to be altogether denied) *Þ 
yet is not the Church preſently to be blamed. Hear + ! 
what Mr. Brinfley ſaith,.in his Arraignment of Schiſm, 
pag. 39. © Suppoſing ſuch unwarrantable Mixtures 
« have been, and yet are to be found ;; yet it can- 
« not properly be put upon the Churches ſcore. 
: | « What 
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« What her Ordinance was touching the keeping 
« back fcandalous Perſons from the Sacrament, they 
& which have read her ancient Kubrick, cannot be 
« ignorant.. And Mr. Vines of the Sacrament, c. 19. 
p. 233: ſpeaking about the Power which the Mini- 
Fer hath of keeping off unworthy Perſons from:the 
Lords Supper, faith, « T as little doubt of the Inten- 
« tion of the Church of Enzland, in the Rule given. 
«to the Miniſter before the Communion, in the caſe 
« of ſome emergent Scandal at the preſent time: 
The Church hath provided tor the correfting of Of: 
fenders; and perhaps there may be as good reaſon 
why the Cenlures of it are not now executed, as 
there was in the late Times. Mr. Crofton once told 
the Independents, in his BethſLemeſh clouded, p. 1 10: 
« The continuance of our dilordered Diſcipline, is 
« the fruit of their diſordered. Separation trom us: 
I would fain be reſolved in what Adam: Stenart, in 
his Zerubbabel to Sanballat, pag. 70. puts to the Que- 
rie : * I would willingly know (faith he ) whether: 
«1t were not better for them that aim at Tolerati- 
«on and Separation, to-ſtay in the Church, and to 
« zoyn all their endeavours with: their Brethren to 
& reform Abuſes ; than by their ſeparation, to let the 
« Church of God periſh in Abuſes? Whether they 
«do not better, that ſtay; in the Church to reform 
« it, when it may be reformed, than to quit it for 

| « fear. 
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« fear to be deformed in it? If they had taken this 
courſe, and had given us their help, in ſtead of 
withdrawing from it, doubtleſs the Cenſures of the 
Church would have ſignified more, and the Members 
of it have been in a much better condition than 
now they are. I ſhall conclude this with what is 
ſaid by a well-experienced Perlon, in his Addreſs to 
the Nonconformi$ts, pag. 161. <It, in ſtead of this 
« [ Separation |, each Chriſtian of you had kept to 
« Parochial C ommunion, and each outed Miniſter had 
&« kept their Reſidence among them, and Commu- 
«nion with them, as private Members, in the Pa- 
« riſh-way 3 and had allo in a private capacity joyn- 
«ed with thoſe Miniſters which have ſucceeded 
&« them, in doing all the good they could in the Pa- 
« rih,—T nothing doubt, but that by ſo doing, you 
« would have taken an unſpeakable far better 
« courſe to promote the Power of Religion in the 
«Nation, than by what you have done. It's they 
that have in great meaſure weakned, if not tied 
our Hands, and then complain that we do not fight. 
If all things therefore were conſidered , I believe 
that they would have as little reaſon to condemn 
our Churches for Corruptions in this kind, as I am 
ſure, if they will be conſtant to themſelves, that 
they have none to {ſeparate from us upon account 


of them. | S ko 
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2. Separation 1s not to be allowed for ſlight and 
tolerable Errors, which are not Fundamental, and hin 
der Communion with Chriſt the Head ; as may be 
colle&ed from pag. 28. &» 37. of this Sermon. So 
alſo ſay the old Nonconformiſts, in their Confutation 
of the Browniſts, publiſhed by Mr. Rathband, pag. 4. 
« We defire the Reader to conſider, that a People 
&« may be a true Church, though they know not, nor 
« hold not every Truth contained in the Scriptures, 
<« but contrarily hold many Errors repugnant to 
«them. This was the Primitive Opinion and Pra- 
cice, fay the Provincial Aſſembly, in their Vindica- 
tion, pag. 139. © All ſuch who-profeſſed Chriſtiani- 
« zy, held Communion together, as one Church, not- 
« withſtanding the diftcrence of Judgments in leſſer 
«things, and much corruption ig Converſation. 
And now, that the Church of England doth hold no 
Fundamental Errors, I appeal to themſelves. What 
it was before the Wars, let the Author of Church- 
Levellers, printed for Tho. Underhil, 164.4. ſpeak: 
When it was objected , That the t resbyterians, 
whilſt perſecuted by the B:ſbops, did hold forth 2 
full Liberty of Conſcience ; he anſwers, This is a 
Slander, — the difference between them and the Pre- 
lates being not in Dofrinals, but Ceremonials. And 
therefore after the Covenant was taken, whilſt the 
Lords had the Power of Admillion to Benefices, all 
Perſons 
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Perſons preſented were to read the Articles publick- 
ly, and profeſs their conſent to them. And that 
it is the ſame ſtill, is confeſſed. So Mr. C. in his 
Diſcourſe of the Religion of England, pag. 4.3. * The 
« Dodrine of Faith and Sacraments by Law eſta- 
« bliſhed, is heartily received by the. Nonconformiſts. 
So Sacrilegious Deſertion, pag. 4.5. + We differ not 
« at all from the Doctrine of the Church of England 
« (till the zew Do&trine about Infants was brought 
« into the ew Rubrick,) And certainly, that is, if 
an Error, no dangerous or fundamental one. So 
Dr. Owen, in his Peace-offering, 1667. þ. 12. © The 
« Confeſſron—of the Church of England, declared in 
« the Articles of Religion, and herein what is purely 
« Dodrinal, we tully embrace, and conſtantly ad- 
« here unto. Again, pag. 17. © Weknow tull well, 
« that we differ in nothing trom the whole Form of 
« Religion eſtabliſhed in England, but onely in ſome 
« few things in outward Worſhip. Herein too we 
have the concurrence of Mr. W. himſelt, in his Se- 
paration yet no Schiſm, p. 60. © [ft you take it | the 
« Church of England | tor ſuch Chriſtians onely who 
« :re of the Faith in DoGrinals with thoſe that hold 
« the Thirty nine Articles ; here the Nonconformiſts 
« come in for a ſhare allo, who are of your Faith 
« therein: excepting thoſe which reſpect Diſcipline 
« and Ceremonies. And pag. 62. © It 1s evident, that 
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&« ſome ſort of Errors in a Church, though but tole- 
«rated, may be a juſt ground of withdrawing ; 
«though I do not charge the Church of England 
« with any ſuch Errors. 

This therefore being thus acknowledged, one 
would have thought the Argument might be fairly 
diſmiſſed, and that here could be no reaſon found 
for Separation : And yet when we are come thus 
near, it is like the two Mountains ſpoken of in 
Wales, upon whole tops you may exchange Di- 
ſcourſe, and almoſt come to ſhaking of Hands ; and 
notwithſtanding all, there is little leſs than a days 
Journey betwixt you. We ſeem to have brought 
the Matter to a perfe& reconciliation ; but when 
we leaſt thought of it, we are at open War again: 
For the Author Iaſt-mentioned grants as much as 
we can ask ; but immediately thruſts in a Reaſon 
or two, that he thinks will maintain their Ground, 
and vindicate their PraCtice notwithſtanding. The 
Do&trine he hath nothing againſt ; but yet the Prea- 
chers are Sometimes he ſaith, they are contrary 
one to another ;, ſome are for the Do&trine of Predeſti- 
nation, others again$t it, &-c. and how ſhall he then 
Judge of their Faith and Dofrinals ? pag. 60. Some- 
times he faith, It 3s conceived, many of them preach 
contrary to the Articles, ibid. Sometimes again, It is 
conceived, that ſeveral of them do not boneſtly believe 
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thoſe Articles that they hawe profeſied to believe, p.62. 
And to make all ſure, becauſe it may be objefted, 
That the People have liberty in this caſe of complain= 
ing ; he anſwers, To what purpoſe ? when ſuch Er- 
rors are publickly profeſſed in printed Books,, and no 
courſe taken for correcting or ejeEting of the Authors # 
pag. 61. Things as impertinently, as flanderouſly 
ſuggeſted. For, what though the MiniSers ditter 
among themſelves in ſome Points, as he doth after 
his Predeceſfors the Browniſts affirm, (as you may 
ſee in the Nonconformiſts Anſwer to them, pag. 4.) 
is that a reaſon to forſake our Communion? and 
doth he that forlakes ours for theirs, find the caſe 
much amended? Do not the Nonconformiſts as much 
difter from each other, as any amongſt us? If not, 
from whence proceed all thoſe Di{putes about Conr- 
mmmnion and Non-communion with us, about the I- 
putation of Chrift's Righteouſneſs, the nature of juſti- 
Jing Faith, lawfulneſs and unlawfulneſs of preſcri- 
bed Forms of Prayer, of God's Preſcience, e9c, And 
why are Mr. How, and Mr. Baxter, cc. . {ſo much 
teazed by ſome of their Fellows, and the latter cal- 
led Slanderer, DiGator, Self-ſawer, and accuſed of 
Profaneneſs, Blaſpbemy, and what not, as you may 
ſee m the Antidote to his Cure, 1670? Is it not be- 
cauſe they will not ſwallow down the abſurdeſt of 
cheir Principles, or do go further toward an accom- 
modation 
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modation of our unhappy Difterences, than they 


will allow ? 
But what are thoſe Points that our Miniſters thus 
differ among themſelves, or from our Church in? 
Is it about the mode in Imputation, or about the 0b- 
Jed of Predeftination ? &xc. Thele things the Church 
of England is not ſo minute and poſitive in. It he 
will not believe me, I ſhall turn him over to Mr. 
Hickman (who hath in ſeveral Tracts particularly 
concerned himſelf in this Argument, and may be 
ſuppoſed to underſtand it). He, in his Latin Ser- 
mon De Hareſwmm origine, 165g. pag. 37. underta- 
king to anſwer Tilenys about the Doctrine of our 
Church concerning the Obje& of PredeFtination, whe- 
ther maſſa corrupta, or no, faith, Apage nugas ; Non 
ſolet Eccleſia Anglicana in myſteriis bujuſmodi expli- 
candis. vagari in eas queſtiones, que nimia ſubtilitate 
popularem captum effuginnt. Is it about the ſpecial 
Grace of God 1n the conwerſton of a Sinner, or the 
influence of the Holy Spirit 1n it? Then I will dare 
him to produce any that are herein Nonconformiſts 
to the Doctrine of the Church of England, and that 
teach, That there 3s no ſpecial Grace exerted in the con- 
verſion of a Sinner ; or, That the Holy Ghoſt is of no 

further uſe in the converſion of Men, than as he fir 
inſpired thoſe that delivered the DoEtrine of Chriſtia- 
nity, &#c, as he flanderouſly doth ſay. He may force, 
L v a 
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ard fſcrue, and wreſt ; but he cannot do it honeſt- 
ly and fairly. But ſuppoſing there were ſeveral 
that did thus teach, and that ſuch Books were Li- 
cenſed where this is affirmed : Doth this preſently 
make the Charch Heretical ? Notwithſtanding this, 
I believe that the Church of England is in it ſelf as 
Orthodox, as theirs was in 1646. when Sblichtin- 
ine his Comment on the Hebrews, or what was little 

etter, came out thus atteſted by Mr. 7. Downame : 
T hawe peruſed this Comment ; and finding it to be 
learned and judicious , plain and wery profitable, I 
| allow it to be printed and publiſhed. T doubt they 
would have taken it very ill, to'have been then 
charged with Socinianiſm, becauſe that Book came 
out with ſuch an Inprimatur, from him that was 
deputed in thoſe Times to give it: And yet I never 
heard that Mr. Downame was corrected or ejected 
for ſo doing. And may they continue Orthodox 
notwithſtanding,and we for ſuch an eſcape be count- 
ed Heretical ? But how far a Church 1s concerned 
in ſuch Caſes, I think will appear from what is ſaid 
in The Divine Kight of the Presbyterial Gowern- 
ment, pag.265. «© The Church of Rome (letting aſide 
*« thole particular Perſons among them that main- 
«tained damnable Errors, which were not of the 
« Church, but a predominant Faction in the Church) 
« continued to be a true Church of Chriſt ep 
« ther's 
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&« ther's time, — as the unanimous conſent of the 
« Orthodox Divines confels ; yea, as ſome think, 
« till the curſed Council of Trent, —till when, the 
« Errors among them, were not the Errors of the 
« Church, but of particular Men. Now I hope they 
will-be as favourable to us, and give our Church as 
much allowance in this caſe as that of Rome, and 
not count it the Error of the Church, till by ſome 
Decree, Canon, or Article it is owned lo to be. 
Sir, You may by this time perceive, how hard 
theſe Perſons are put to it, when it makes them ſo 
quick to efpy, and buſie to rake all the dirt they 
can together, to make our Church deformed, and 
worthy of all that defamation they have branded 
it with, and of that diſtance they obſerve and keep 
from it. How do they torture Phraſes, hale along 
Expreſlions, whithout due Proceſs, to the Gibbet 
and the Stake, and cry out Pelagianiſm, and Socini- 
aniſm, nay Mahometiſm ? Mr. fenkin and his Bre- 
thren once ſaid, in the Vindication of the Presbyterial 
Government, pag. 140. © To make ruptures in the 
« Body of Chri$t,and to divide Church from Church, 
«and to fct up Church againſt Church, and to ga+ 
« ther Churches out of true Churches, and becauſe 
« we difter in ſome things, therefore to hold Com- 
© munion in nothing ; this we think hath no war- 
* rant.out of the Word of God, and will introduce 
« all 
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« 11] manner of Confuſion in Churches, — and ſet 
<«< open a wide gap to bring in Atheiſnr, Fopery, He- 
«*reſie, and all manner of wickednels. And all 
People would be apt to ſay the ſame, and could not 
ſee into the Reaſon of this Separation, if it came 
to this, Whether the Rzghteonſneſs of Chriit be the 
meritorious or formal Cauſe of our Juſtification ? or, 
Whether Moral Vertue .and Grace differ in their 
nature, or onely in their cauſe ? It muſt be ſome- 
what groſs and tangible that they can judge of; 
and therefore charge them home, That they hold 
no neceſſity ot the Righteouſneſs of' Chriſt ; and, That 
Moral Vertue, as 1t was in the Heathens, or in Chri- 
ians without any Divine Grace, will fave ; and 
you do the work : Tlns is a Lord have Mercy wrote 
upon their Church-doors ; and People will be taught 
by this, to avoid them as they would the Plague, 
and to be as wary of truſting their Souls with them, 
as their Bodies with Tygers, Bears, and Wolves. 
Ic is truly and well obſerved by Mr. Hickman, in 
his Sermon De Hareſzum origine, pag. 12. Ipſa ſa- 
lus non ſerwet eas oves, que aque metunnt a paſtori- 
bus &» lupis: Once render their Paſtors formidable 
to them, and we may know how the day will £0. 
Beat up theſe Kettle-Drums, and you may ealily 
ather, and ſecurely Hive the Bees. ' 

I ſhall conclude this with what Mr. Baxter faith, 

in 
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in his Care of Church- Diviſions, pag. 393, 394. © As 
« T have known many unlearned Sots, that had no 
« other Artifice to keep up the reputation of their 
«Learning, than in all Companies to cry down 
« ſuch and ſuch (who were wiler than themlc]ves) 
«for no Scholars ; — So, many that are, or ſhould 
« be con{cious of the dulne(s and ignorance of their 
« fumbling aud unfurniſh'd Brains, have no way to 
« keep up the reputation of their Wiſdom with 
« their ſimple Followers, but to tell them, O ſuch 
« an one bath dangerous Errors, and ſuch a Book, is a 
&« dangerons Book,, and they hold this, and they hold 
« that ; and ſo to make odicus the Opinions and 
« Practices of others. And it Ignorance get poſ- 
« ſe{ſion of the ancient and gray-headed, it triamph- 
« eth there, and. ſaith, Give me a Man, that I may 
« diſpute with him ; or rather, Away with this He- 
« retick,, he is not fit to be diſputed with. How far 
Mr. Fenkin is concerned in this. Character, I leave 
to his conſideration; but rf you have a mind to 
inquire into it,you may repair to his Exodys,where 
he comes like another Samſon, ſhaking his Locks, 
and ruſhing forth with his mouth tull of Menaces 
againſt the ancircumciſed Philiſtines, thole audacious 
Hereticks that. lie ſculking in the corners of the 
Church of England : but (poor man) meers with 
the misfortune of that Champion, ro ve led away 
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in triumph ; and in ſtead of anſwering others, is 
not able to defend himſelf. 

3- Separation is not to be allowed for the manner 
of Church-conſtitution. So faith Mr. F. here, pag.37. 
Much more clear ( if clearer can be) is the Schiſmati- 
calneſs of thoſe who ſeparate from , and renounce all 
Communion with thoſe Churches which are not of their 
own manner of Conſtitution. For which he gives three 
Reaſons, pag. 38. And herein he agrees with Mr. 
Brinſley, in his Arraignment, pag. 32. and in his 
Church-Remedy, pag. 51. Now if this Argument 
held for Presbytery againſt Independency, and that 
the ſeparation of the latter was for that reaſon Schiſ- 
matical, I ſee not why it ſhould not be of as equal 
force to condemn the former, who yet do preſume 
to offer it on their own behalf againſt us, and think 
that they have ſaid enough, when they have been 
able to pick ſome quarrel with the preſent Conſti- 
tution. 

. Separation is not to be allowed when it is up- 
on thoſe terms which will make us refuſe ſome Chur- 
ches upon which are ſeen the Scripture-charaGers of 
true Churches. This Mr. F. gives as a Reaſon to 
confirm the former, pag. 38. Now what thoſe Cha- 
racers are, he tells us a little before, in-the ſame 
page, viz. In Scripture, Churches are commended, ac- 
cording as their fundamental Faith was ſound, _ 
their 
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their Lives holy. Nay, he ſeems to reſolve it whol- 
ly into the former, pag. 34. where he faith, Hath 
not God his Church, even where corruption of Man- 
ners hath crept into a Church, if purity of Dofrine 
be maintained £ Now how far our Church hath up- 
on it theſe Characters, I appeal to what is above- 
faid, to ſhew ; and for which, I queſtion not but it 
may contend with any Church in the World. 

5. It is not to be allowed becaule other Churches 
are by them accounted better. So pag. 39. Men ſe- 
parate to thoſe Churches which they account better, 
becauſe they never. found thoſe where. th:y were before 
(to them) good. Which he there condemns, and as 
a remedy againſt it, adviſes to [abour for experimen- 
tal benefit by the Ordinances. The reaſon of this Se- 
paration (faith Mr. Vines on the Sacrament, p. 235.) 
ſeems plauſible to eaſie capacities, ſuch as the Apoſtle 
calls, Rom. 16.18. the 2zw:, the ſimple; but if it 
be urged by the Standard of Scripture, it will be found 
too light. But now the caſe is altered, and it 1s be- 
come a conſiderable Argument ; A more profitable 
Miniſtry, a purer Worſhip, a ſtricter Diſcipline, an 
bolier Society and Fellowſhip, are ſome of the maſlie 
Pillars upon which the weight of this new Sepa- 
ration 1s laid. Hither the Author of Separation 
Jet no Schiſm doth with confidence betake himſelf, 
pag. 65,66, 67. The Reaſon ſuppoſeth that which is 
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not to be. ſuppoſed, i. e. That to withdraw from a 
Church for the benefit of .a more profitable Miniſtry, 
75 4 Crime. Now hereT ſhall conſider, whether this 
Reaſon will hold, and ſerve to juſtifie a Separation 
from a Church ; and, if it were granted, whether 
yet it is a Reaſon amcngſt us. 

Whether it 1s {o in it ſelf, let Mr. Brinſley ſpeak, 
in his Arraignnent, pag. 47. where the Caſe 1s put 
thus; « May not People make choice of what Mi- 
« niſters they pleaſe, putting themſelves under ſuch 
« a Miniſtry as by which they may ediftie moſt ? 
& Anſw. Suppole it, That a People have ſuch a Pow- 
«er and Right to chufe their own Miniſters ; yet 
« having once choſen them, and God by giving a 
« Bleſſing to their Miniſtry having ratifed and con- 
« firmed that Choice, evidencing that they are the 
« Miniſters of God to them ; whether they may 
« now, upon pretext of greater Edification,.take a 
& liberty to themſelves to chuſe new ones as oft as 
«they pleaſe : this the moderate Author of the Jate 
« Trenicon | i. e. Mr. Burroughs | will by no means 
« allow, but condemns, as the dire way to brin 
«in all kind of diforder and confuſion into the 
&« Church. Fhis both Presbyterians and Independents 
then are agreed in, That Edzfication alone is no ſut- 
ficient Reaſon to forſake one Church for another ; 


- and that'a Perſons own Opinion of his Caſe in that 


matter, 
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matter, will not make that lawful to him, which 


will be the unavoidable means of bringing in cons . 


fuſion to the Churches which he either leaves, or 
Joyns himſelf to.. But the Anthor of Separation yet 
no Schiſm thinks. he hath ſufficient Reaſon for his 
Opinion, who doth thus argue, wiz. © You call it 
« a Crime, becaule you ſuppoſe it is a tranſgreſſion 
« the Law of viſible Communion with ſome parti- 
« cular Church: But I lay, That the Laws of vilible 
« Communion with this or that particular Church, 
«are but poſitive, and therefore ſubordinate to 
«Laws more zatzral and neceſsary ; {uch is that 
« wherein we are commanded to take care of our 
« Souls and Salvation : So that if ChriStians do ſhift 
« particular Churches, for the obtaining of very ap- 
« parent advantages to their Salvation, above what 
« chey have had where they were, I ſee therein no 
« Crime at all committed. I grant indeed, that 
poſitive Laws muſt give way to natural ; but then 
there muſt be a plain neceſſity that muſt intervene, 
to make them inconſiſtent : tor otherwiſe, both re- 
main 1n force, as I conceive they do in the Inſtance 
here given. It indeed Salvation was inconſiſtent 
with, or what we run the apparent hazard of, in 
Communion with a particular Church, then there 
1s ſufficient reaſon for ſeparation from it-: but if it 
be onely that I conceive the iricreaſe of Knowledge, 
M 2 or 


(84) 
or the engaging of my AfﬀeCtions, may be better 
attained by ſeparation from , than continuance in 
its Communion, this is far from a zeceſſzty, and (o 
no ſufficient Reaſon to break it. As it is in a Fa- 
mily, If the Maſter takes no care to provide for 
his Children and Servants (who of old were eſteem- 
ed the Goods of their Maſter) but that they muſt 
ſtarve it they continue with him; .or if what he 
provides, is ſuch as will rather poyſon than nouriſh 
them, or what 1s abſolutely forbid (as Swines fleſh 
under the Law): in ſach a caſe they may ſhift 
tor themſelves, and retule to live with him, till he 
mends their Condition. But if what he provides 1s 
lawful, wholefom, and ſufficient, though not of ſo 
ood nouriſhment as might be wiſhed, they are to 
content themſelves, and to keep within the bounds 
of Duty and Obſervance. So it is here; If we 
were itt a Church that either denied us what is ne- 
ceſlary to Salvation, or that would engage us to do 
what will bring it into imminent hazard, we have 
an unqueſtionable Reaſon to forbear Communion 
with her : But when the means of Salvation that 
we enjoy are ſufficient to it, and what we delibe- 
rate about 15'onely the Degree and Meaſure, | what 
3s better and fitter | we cannot quit a Church with- 
out fin, and our departure is #xneceſſary. And that 
will turther appear, if we conſider, | | 
| 1. That 
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1. That no further Knowledge or Edification is 
neceſſary, than what we can attain to in a lawful way ; 
aud: what is otherwiſe lawful in it ſelf, by taking an 
andue courſe for it, is made unlawful. As, Hearing, 
Reading, and Chriſtian Converſe, are very fit Means 
for my Improvement ; but if I for it do injure my 
Family, and- negle& my Calling, it is {o tar from 
being my duty, that it is my ſin. So to edifie my 
felt, and to acquire a greater mealure of Knowledge 
and Chriftian Vertues, is a noble and moſt excel- 
lent End ; but if I for it break off Communion- 
with the Church whereof I am a Member, I make 
my felt a Tranſgreſlor. All which, it well confide- 
red, the falacy of our Author's Argument will ap- 
pear. For, ſuppole I reaſon thus: The Laws of 
particular Families are but poſitive, and therefore ſub- 
ordinate to Laws more neceſſary ; ſuch is that where- 
in we are commanded to take care of our Souls: and 
therefore if I negleci# the former for the good of the 
latter, I ſee no Crime therein committed. Would” not 
this appear very conceited and imaginary ? And if 
It's falſe here, it is ſo in the Caſe that he offers. 
The grounds of his miſtake herein, ſeem to be, 
I. That he was ſo-intent upon the poſutive Laws of 
particular Churches,that he had no reſpect to Church- 
eommunion in 1t ſelf, which is highly neceſlary ; by 
which means he did not conſider, that this Princi- 


ple 
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ple of ſhifting Communion for the expeCation of 
turther Improvement, is what tends fo to the difſo- 
lution of a Church, that he that holds it is capable 
of continuing in no Communion whatſoever ; and 
what cannot be put in practice, but confuſion in, 
and breaking up of Churches will moſt certainly 
follow. This was what they of New-England had 
experience of, and therefore provided againſt, in 
their Platform of Church-Diſciplme, cap.. 3. Church- 
Members (ſay they) may not depart from the Church, 
and ſo one from another, as they pleaſe, nor without 
juſt and weighty cauſe. —Such departure tends to the 
diſ#olution of the Body.—Fuft Reaſons for a Members 
removal of himſelf, are, 1. If a man cannot continue, 
without pa 2. In caſe of Perſecution. But not a 
word of a more profitable Miniſtry, and greater edt- 

cation. Now it this be the necellary and conſtant 
Effect of this Principle, it cannot be true. 

2.. Another ground of his miſtake ſeems to be, 
That the notion of a particular Church, led him to 
think, that their ſeparation into Societies diſtin 
from our Church, was no more than to go from one 
Pariſ,-Church to another (which is alſo the conceit 
of the Author of Sacrilegious Deſertion) : This he 
inſinuates pag. 66. But this is apparently falſe, as I 
have ſhewed in part before; and which will be 
further evident, if you obſerve, that their Agree- 

ment 
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ment with us in Thirty ſix of our Articles, makes 
them to be no more of us (whilſt they differ in the 
others that refer to our Conſtitution, and which they 
ſeparate from us for, as they profeſs), than that of 
the Independents made them one with the Presbyte- 
rians; who in all matters of Faith did freely and 
fully conſent to the Confeſſion publiſhed by the Aſ- 
ſembly, the things of Church-Gowernment and Diſci- 
pline onely excepte1, as they ſay in the Preface to the 
Platform of Church- Diſcipline in New-England. And 
much to the {ame purpoſe is that of the Congrega- 
tional © burches met at the Savoy, 1658. But yet for 
all this, they neither of them think themſelves one 
with the other ; and the Independents, for their ſe- 
paration, were notwithſtanding accuſed of Schiſm 
by the other. 

2. This Courſe is wrneceſſary, and fo unlawful, 
becaule even in the way in which a Perſon is (whilſt 
a Member of a true Church in the ſenſe all along 
ipoken of ), he may attain to all due Improvement. 
The Author of Prelatique Freachers none of Chriits 
Teachers, pag. 31. to encourage People rather to (it 
at-home than hear the Publick Miniſters, tells them, 
That they might otherwiſe help themſelves, and 
that they had Means ſufficient without it, as. the 
Scriptures, mutual Edification and Conference, Prayer, 
and Meditation, xc. and that, though never ſo few or 


weak , 
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weak , Chrift was among$t thew. And if this would 
be ſufficient when wholly deſtitute of a Miniſtry, I 
am apt to think it would do as well with one,though 
not altogether ſo well qualified as might be deſired. 
I ſhall conclude this with what the ſame Author 
ſaith, pag. 28. When God hath wouchſafed a ſuffici- 
ency of Means, and thoſe unqueſtionably lawful, though 
not of ſo rank, fleſh, or ſo highly promiſing as ſome 
others, for the attaining of any good and deſirable End, 
a declining and forſaking of thoſe Means (whether 
out of a diffidence of the ſufficiency of them for the 
End defired, or upon any other reaſon whatſoever) to 
eſpouſe others pretending to more ſtrength and efficacy, 
hath been {till diſpleaſing unto God, and of ſad conſe- 
quence to _ that have been no better adviſed than 

to make irial of them. 
But is it really thus, that there is any ſuch difte- 
rence betwixt the Abilities of their and our Teach- 
ers ? and that the obtaining apparent Advantages 
to their Salvation in that reſpef, above what they 
= could have had with us, is what they ſeparate for ? 
_ So they would have it thought, as you may ſee 1n 
| the Call to Archippns, printed 1664. pag. 20, 21. 
There 3s indeed a Miniſtry, and Preaching ( ſuch as 
it is), but whether ſuch as is likely to anſwer the 
Ends of it, judge ye. Are thoſe like to convert Souls, 


that have neither will nor (hall to deal with them 
about 


11 
vii | CSCCCEY — ee eee eee et eee li re 


(89) 
about their Converſion ? So again, When there is no 
better help than an idle, ignorant, looſe-living Mini- 
firy, Cunder which, God knows, we ſpeak it with grief 
of heart, too many, not to ſay the moſt of thoſe that 
are of late come in, may be reckoned) or than the cold 
and heartleſs way that is generally in uſe, the Coal of 
Religion doth: ever go out. An high and daring 
Charge, which he will be concerned to make good, 
or to ſuffer under the imputation of a foul Defa- 
mer. Hawe they neither will nor sk{ll to convert 
Souls ? From whence then proceed thoſe moſt ex- 
cellent and laborious Sermons that the Wileſt of 
the Nation do ſo extol the preſent Generation for ? 
Whence was it, that when we were bewildred with 


Phraſes, and Religion made hard and unintelligible, 


and Caſes intricate and perplexed, that the things 
of it were made caſte, and to lie near to Mens Un- 
derſtandings ; and that the part of Caſuiftical Divi- 
nity is not near ſo cumberlom as it was in the days 
- of ſome Men? Are they idle and ignorant £ From 
' Whence then is it that their Adverſaries of all forts 
are ſo well oppoſed, not to ſay confuted, that they 
- aremade to quit their ground, and to betake them- 
ſelves to new Principles in their own defence ; to 
fall from the Infallibility of the Perſon, to that of 
Tradition, as they do abroad ; from old Nonconfor- 
mity, to Browniſm; and from Presbyterianiſm to In- 
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dependency, as ſome do at home ? In what Age and 
Church have the great Truths and Principles of our 
Keligion been more cfteCtually conſidered, more di- 
ligently ſearched into, more clearly ſtated and ex- 

lained,or more {uccelstully detended, than in ours 
and which I may challenge the whole Party of the 
Separation to ſhew any. thing equal to ? From 
whence comes all this to pals, if our Church did fo 
abound with xncatechiſed Uptarts, poor Shrubs, and 
empty and unaccompliſbed Predicants, as Mr. Fenkin, 
with an boly indignation, doth in his Exodzs, p. 55. 
complain ? Surely it theſe-Men had but duly weigh- 
ed things, and had been converſant in the Writings 
of our Church, or looked amongſt themſelves, they 
would not have dared thus to reproch the moſt 
Learned and Induſtrious Miniſtry that perhaps Eng- 
land ever yet had. Let me recommend to- ſuch, 
what Mr.. Baxter ſaith in the like caſe, in his Ex- 
plication of Paſſages in the Profeſſron of the Worce- 

erſbire Aſſociation, printed 1653. pag. 110. I deſire 
thoſe Brethren that object this,but to ſearch their hearts 
and ways, and remember what may be ſaid againſt 
themſelves, and caſt the beam firſt out of their own 
eye; at leaſt to cenſure as humble men, that are ſenſt- 
ble of their own miſcarriages and imperfe&ions. And 
x. they did. according to this advice, I am per{wa- 


ded that they would think there were as good and 
uſeful 
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uſeful Men in the World as themſelves. Do we 
not find {ome of themſelves forced to acknowledge 
as much ? Conſult Sacrilegions Deſertion, pag. 86. 
T really fear, left meer Nonconformity hath brought 
ſome into reputation as conſciencious, who by weak, 
Preaching will loſe the reputation of being judicious, 
more than their ſilence loſt it. And a little after, 
ſpeaking of their own Miniſters, he faith, Verily tbe 
injudiciouſneſs of too many among you, is for a lamen= 
tation : And, pag. 88. he adds, Through Gods mercy, 
ſome Conformiſts preach better than many of you can 
do. Truly whea I conſider what a Stock of wor- 
thy and accompliſhed Perſons in that Quality,whe- 
ther for Sobriety and Learning, our Church is at 
preſent furniithed with, (though it muſt be confel- 
{ed, there are that are defective in both; as when 
were they not ?J I look upon Men of this quarrel- 
ſom temper, to be ſuch as are deſcribed in Sacrile- 
gions Deſertion, pag. 91. %'at having ſet themſelves 
in a dividing way, ſecretly do rejoyce at the diſparage- 
ment of Conformi$ts, and draw as many from them as 
they can ; and that therefore deſerve the CharaGer 
he there gives, That they are but de$froyers of the 
Church of God: Such that to ſtrengthen themlelves, 
and carry on their own Intereſt, care not what 
they do or ſay ; but how worthily, let the Author 
of the Antidote to Mr. Baxter's Cure judge , who 

N 2 ſaith, 
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faith, pag. 20. That to reprech a whole Party, for the 
miſcarriages of ſome few,. without taking notice how 
many faults are in thoſe whom they would defend, is 
the uſual artifice of ſuch that think, themſelves con- 
cerned, upon any wretched terms whatſoever, to main- 
tain an ill Canſe, and have proftituted their Conſci- 
ences to defend an Argument. | will leave ſuch to 
conſider what Mr. Watſon ſaith, in his Sernion of 
God's Anatomy upon the Heart, pag. 167. which & 
{o {evere, that I care not to tranſcribe. 

But to proceed : As little reaſon 15 there to (c- 
parate from a Church for remiſneſs of Diſcipline. 
This the Author of Separation yet no Schiſne ſaith 
that he ſeeth no ſen in, pag. 67. tor the Reaſon g- 
ven before ; and to which my aboveſaid Anſwer, 
and what I have alto faid pag. 65. will be (ufficicne. 
T ſhall onely add, That care is taken by our Church 
and Conſtitution (as I have already ſhewed) for the 
due Adminiſtration of Diſcipline : And if it be ob- 
jected, That it fails in the exerciſe and application of 
it; I will anſwer with Mr. Jenkin here, pag. 33- 
Let them conſider, whether the want of purging and 
reforming of Abuſes, proceed not rather from ſome un- 
happy and political reſtrictions —in the exerciſe of Di- 
ſeipline, than from- the allowance or negle& of the 
Church it ſelf. If you would ſee more of their 
Opinion formerly as to- this caſe, TI refer you to 
__ Mr. 
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Mer. Brinſley, in his Arraignment of Schiſir, pag. 57. 


to Mr. Firmin, in his Separation examined, pag. 28. 
the Confutation of the Browniſts, publithed by Mr. 
Rathband, pag 18. and Mr. Vines on the Sacrament, 

ag. 22. 

xy We muſt not jeparate from a Church as long 
as Chrift holds Communion with it. So Mr. Jenkin 
here, pag. 36. faith; Separation from C hurches from 
which Chri$t doth not ſeparate, is Schiſmatical. So 
Mr. Vines on the Sacrament, pag. 242. «It God af- 
« ford his Communion with a Church by his own 
« Ordinances, and his Grace and Spirit, we are not 
« to ſeparate. It would be unnatural and peevith 
«/na Child to forſake his Mother, while his Fa- 
« ther owns her for his Wite. Now whether Chriſt 
holds not Communion with our Church, I reter you 
to the ſeveral Marks given in this Sermon by Mr. 
Fenkzn, p. 32. ſuch as the having the Goſpel of Sal- 
wation preached in an ordinary way, &c. which yon 
may compare with what 1s ſaid in the Vindication 
of the F rovincial_ Aſſembly, pag, 141. And fo much 
is expreſly granted by T. P. or rather D.. (as Mr. 
Crofton unriddles it) in his Ferubbaal (wrote in an- 
ſwer to Mr. Crofton, 1662. pag. 18. © The Efen- 
« tjals conſtitutive of a True Church are,. 1. The 
« Head. 2. The Body. 3. The Union that is be- 


« tween. them : Which three concurring in the 
« Church: 
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« Church of England, Chriſt being the profeſſed 
« Head, She being Chrifts profeſſed Body, and the 
« Catholick Faith being the Union-bond whereby 
« they are coupled together, She cannot in juſtice 
« be denied a True (though, God knows, far from 
« a pure) Charch. So much is granted by the Au-. 
thor of Nonconformiſts no Schiſmaticks, pag. 13. who 
having ſtarted an Obyection, wiz. © You own the 
« Church of England to be a true Church of Chriſt ; 
«and it fo, Chriſt is in it, and with it; and why 
«will you leave that Church from which Chriſt is 
« not withdrawn ? Replies after this ſort : « We 
« acknowledge the Church of England to be a truc 
&« Church, and that we are Members of the ſame 
<< yitible Church with them ; but it's one thing to 
« leave a Church, and another thing to leave her 
« external Communion. To leave a Church, is to 
« diſown it, and ceale tobe a Member of it or with 
«it, by ccaſing to have thoſe Requilites that con- 
«ſtirute a Member of 1t, as Faith and Obedience. 
I will not quarrel at this time with the diſtinction 3 
but I do not underſtand what ſervice it can be of 
to them, when after all the accuracy of it, ſuch that 
have nothing more to ſay, will notwithſtanding that 
be Schiſnaticks, if his own Definition of Schiſne 
hold true ; for, paz. 12. he faith, That Schiſm 3s 4 
cauſeleſs ſeparation of one part of the Church from 


another 
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another in external Communion. Now if the Churc!/, 
of England is 1o a Church, that Christ holds Com- 
munion with it ; and they Members of that Church. 
as he acknowledgeth : then they that leave her ex- 
ternal Communion are guilty of Schiſm : and then 
1t's no matter whether there be any difterence be- 
twixt leaving a Church, and leaving her external 
Communion, when the leaſt of them makes thoſe 
that are guilty of it to be Schiſnraticks. 

To ium up now what hath been ſaid : Though 
there be Errors in a Church (if not fundamental) ; 
though there be corruption of Manners, mixture in 
Conmunion ; though there be not a perfect Conſtitu- 
tion and Order, and other Churches may be thought 
better : yet it it hath the Scripture-CharaSters of a 
true Church upon it, and Chrif# holds Communion 
with it, 1t 15 not to be ſeparated from, and Separa- 
tion from 1t is 3chiſmatical. So that as far as the 
Negative part holds, we are ſecure. 

2. For what Reaſons may a Church be ſeparated 

from, and Perſons be juſtified in it ? 

Dr. Marton on Fude, pag. 496. faith, The onely 
lawful grounds of Separation are three, viz. Intole- 
rable Perſecution, Dannable Hereſie, and groſs Ido- 
latry. To which Mr. Fenkin doth here, pag. 23. add 
unjuſt Excommunication, and 4 neceſ$ary Communion 
with a Church in its Sins. All which I ſhall now 
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conſider, and enquire, whether they are Cauſes 
exiſtent at the preſent amongſt us, and what they 
of the Separation have reaſon to plead. | 

1. Damnable Herefie. This I have before ſuffici- 
ently acquitted our Church of, and therefore con- 
ceive that I may without more ado proceed. 

2. Groſs Idolatry, I find thoſe that deny the Jaw- 
fulneſs of hearing the eſtabliſhed MiniSters, are moſt 
forward to charge this upon us. With this the 
confident Author of Prelatique Preachers none of 
Chri$ts Teachers, that he might poſlels the unwary 
Reader betimes, thought ſafeſt to begin his Book, 
272, « The Idolatrous madneſs of the Common- 
« Prayer-Book-Worſhip, hath of late been made fo 
« maniteſt to all the Houſhold of Faith in this Na- 
«tion, As if it was a thing fo certain, plain, 
and notorious, that he muſt not be one of the 
Houſhold of Faith that dcth not diſcern it, and 
abhor the Church for it. With the like boldneſs 
are we aſſaulted by the Author of 4 Chriſtian and 
ſober | eſtimony againſt ſinful Compliance, or the un- 
lawfulneſs of hearing the preſent Miniſters of the 
Church of England, pag. 55. printed 1664. An 
Author of great forwardnels, but of intolerable ig- 
norance or malice, that tells you, pag. 44. © That 
« our Church doth own, that Men ought to be 
- * made Miniſters onely by Lord Biſhops; (And 


then 
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then what a breach is made upon our Church by 
the Biſhop of Soder in the Iſle of Man, that takes 
upon him to Ordain without that Title ?) «© That 
« the Office of Suffragans, Deans, Canons, Petty- 
« Canons, Prebendaries, Choriſters, Orgamiſts, Com- 
&« miſfaries, Officials,e9c. is not onely accounted by 
<« us lawful, but neceſſary to be had in the Church : 
And, pag. 45. That Women may adminifter Baptiſm. 
And, pag. 94. reveals a further Secret, That the Ke- 
formed Churches generally renonnce the Miniftry of 
the Church of England, not admitting any by wertue 
of it to the Charge of Souls. Now do you not think 
that ſuch as theſe are able Champions, and fit to 
enter the Liſts of Controverſie, that take up things 
by hear-ſay ? By this you may gueſs to what Tribe 
they belong; and you may learn it from Mr. Bax- 
ter, in his Care, pag. 193. © It is an ordinary ſound, 
«to hear an ignorant, raſh, ſelf-conceited Perſon, 
« eſpecially a Freacher, to cry out Idolatry, Tdolatry, 
« apainſt his Brothers Prayers to God. . But what 
occaſion hath our Church given for this Out-cry 2 
Is it for the Matter , or the Form of its Prayers ? 
Not the Matter : for Mr. D. in his Ferubbaal, pag. 
35- doth thus ſay of it, Moſt of the Matter T grant 
to be Divine. And Mr. Crofton, in his Reformation 
no Separation, pag. 25. ſpeaks more univerſally ; «I 
« confeſs their Common-Prayer is my Burden ;— yet 
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«T muſt confeſs, T find. in it no Matter to which 
« (on a charitable Interpretation) a ſober, ſerious 
« Chriſtian may not ſay, nay can deny his Amen. 
Not for the Form: for then it muſt be either be- 
cauſe every Form 1s Idolatrous, or that this Form 1s 
eſpecially ſo, or becauſe it is preſcribed and impoſed. 
The firſt of theſe 1s affirmed by the angry Author 
of The Antidote to Mr. Baxter's Cure, pag. 11. who 
faith, « We do not think any thing to be Idolatry, 
« becauſe it hath ſomething in it to be amended ; 
<« but becauſe it is uſed in the Worſhip of God, 
« without any Command from God to make it law- 
«jul: and this we muſt tell our DiGator, is a ſpe- 
« ces of Idolatry, and forbidden in the Second Com- 
&« 2zandment. But this Author hath warily declined 
the main Argument which Mr. Baxter infiſted upon 
three Pages before, and falls upon the Rere, and 
picked up an accidental Expreſſion : for you will 
find him, pag. 190. of his Care, to reaſon after this 
manner ; © Where did theſe Men learn to call their 
« Brethrens Worſhip falſe, any more than their 
& own, upon the account that God hath not com- 
& manded the xzanner of it ; when he hath neither 
* commanded us to uſe a Form, or to forbear it ? 
Now I believe it would be as hard for him to find 
a Command for the perpetual uſe of a Conceived 
Payer, as he thinks it will be to find one for.a Form ; 
and 
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and then they that pray without a Form, are as 
much guilty of 1dglatry, as thoſe that uſe it : Nay, 
if the Divine Authority hath left it free, theſe are 
the SuperStitious, that would make that a Duty cont- 
manded, and that a Sin forbidden, which js not ; as 
Mr. Baxter there faith, pag. 282. But if you would 
ſee more of this, I ſhall refer you to the Confutati- 
on of the Browni$ts, pag. 12, 13. 

It is not Idolatroxs, as this Form is eſpecially ſo. 
This indeed {ome have ventured to ſay, as ſuppo- 
{ing the Liturgie to be taken out of the Maſs-Book. 
So faith the Author of the Anatomy of the Serwice- 
Book: And therefore Mr. Robert Baily wrote a Book 
called A Parallel of the Liturgie with the Maſs-Book,, 
reprinted 1661. But'it ſhall ſuffice to fay to this, 
what Mr. Ball, in the Name of the Nonconformiſts, 
replied, in the Letters betwixt the Miniſters of Old 
and New England, pag. 14, 15. © The Liturgie was 
« not taken out of the Maſs-Book,, in ſuch ſenſe as 
&« you object ; but rather the Maſs, and other Ido- 
« latrous Prayers, were added to it : for Popery is a 
« Scab or Leproſie cleaving to the Church. It is 
« no hard Task to ſhew, that our Service-Book was 
« reformed in moſt things, according to the pureſt 
« [iturgies which were in uſe in the Church lon 
« before the Maſs was heard of in the World. And 
« it that could not be ſhewed, yet forms of Speech 
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« oenerally taken (we ſpeak not of this or that ſpe- 
«cial Word or. Phraſe), is no more defiled by Ido- 
« [ztry, than the light Air, or Place where Idolatry 
« is committed. It is not unlawful to pray, Lord 
« help, or Lord have mercy ; or to give Thanks, Prai- 
&« ſed be God , becauſe the Papiſts fay, Lady help, 
« or Praiſed be God and the Virgin Mary. 

Laſtly, It is not Idolatrons as it is a Form intpo- 
ſed. So much indeed is faid in the Chriſtian and ſo- 
ber Teſtimony, pag. 68. To pray by an impoſed Form, 
3s Idolatry ; and therefore doth not ſpare to ſay, 
pag. 70. That Latimer, Ridley, and Hooper, and mas 
ny other Martyrs, were Idolaters : and yet in the 
mean time grants, That they were ſuch eminent Wit- 
reſſes of Chriſt, that they ſhall come with him, and 
fit upon Thrones. But I cannot underſtand how Inz- 
Ppoſttion. can alter the Nature of Things, and make 
that unlawful which was otherwiſe in it felf law- 
ful ; and I ſee it is as little underſtood by the bet- 
ter part among themſelves. So the Nonconformits 
Confutation of the Browniſts, pag.15. © If Forms thus 
&« deviſed by Men be found to be lawful and pro- 
« fitable, what ſin can it be for the Governors of 
« the Church to command that ſuch Forms be uſed; 
« or for us, thac are per{ſwaded of the lawfulneſs of 
« them, to uſe them, being impoſed ? unleſs they 
«will ſay, That therefore it is unlawful to hear the 
« Word, 
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«© Word, receive the Sacraments, ©. becauſe we 
«are commanded by the Magiſtrates ſo to do. 
. © Whereas indeed we ought the rather to do good 
« things, that are agreeable unto the Word, when 
« we know them alſo to be-commanded by the 
« Chriſtian Magiſtrate. So Mr. Baxter, in his Cure, 
pag. 186. © If you command your Child to learn a 
« Catechiſm, or Form of Prayer, will you teach him 
*to ſay, Father, or Mother, it had been lawful for 
« me to uſe this Form, if neither you nor any body had 
& bid me ; but becauſe you bid me, it is unlawful. O, 
« whither will not partiality Jead men ! And it will 
be worth your while, to ſee how Mr. _—_ in 
his Church-Remedy, argues againſt it, where he con- 
cludes, That anrongst all the monſtrous and ni = 
Conceptions which theſe brooding Times have hatched 
and brought forth, I do not know any more prodigious 
than this, viz. That things indifferent in themſelves, 
are made unlawful by being commanded. And then 
much leſs are they thereby made Idolatrous. If our 
Liturgie then is good for the Matter, and that the 
Matter is not altered by the Form; then you may 
ſee where the Storm will fall, and what they are 
to be thought of that are guilty of theſe Reproches, 
and how much they diſtruſt the goodneſs of their 
Caule, that betake themſelves to fuch Arts as theſe 
to ſupport it, 
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3- A Church may be ſeparated from upon #nto- 
lerable Perſecution. . Where I ſhould conſider, whe- 
ther it be Perſecution, before I proceed to enquire 
whether it be zntolerable. But becauſe I have no 
mind to aggravate the Caſe, by ſhewing what hath 
been by them formerly thought Perſecution , and 
what not, I ſhall.omit that- part of it, aad enter 
upon the other, 2iz. the intolerableneſs of what is 
ſuffered, as a Reaſon for which they ſuppoſe them- 
ſelves compelled to quit Communion. And it muſt 
ariſe to this degree, or elſe it will not juſtifie a Se- 
paration : Perſecution alone will not warrant it, un- 
leſs it comes to be inſufferable. Now this muſt be 
either on the part of the MiniSters, or on the Peo- 
ple. Not on the Miniſters : tor all the difterence 
| betwixt them and the People is, that they are re- 
uired to lay down the preſent Exercile of their 
Mzniſtry, till they are ſatisfied in the ſubmiſſion they 
muſt give to the Rules and Orders of the Church : 
But this 1s no Perſecution, much leſs what is intole- 
rable No Perſecution : for it is a Security required 
in all Churches of the World, that thoſe who are 
intruſted with that Office, ſhould obſerve the Or- 
der and Diſcipline that is amongſt them. So it was 
in the Church of Scotland whilſt Presbyterian, where 
it was reſolved, «© That whoſoever hath born Office 
«in the Miniſtry of the Kirk, or that preſently 
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« bears, or ſhall hereafter bear Office herein, ſhall 
&« be charged by every particular Presbytery where 
« their Reſidence 1s, to ſubſcrive the Heads of Di- 
« ſcipline of the Kirk, betwixt this and the: next 
« Synodal Aſſemblies of the Prowinces, under the 
« painnof Excommunication; as you may ce mn the 
Do&rine and Diſcipline of the Kirk of Scotland,print- 
ed 1641. pag. 12. And as they there declared the 
Office of a Biſhop to be unlawtul in it ſelf, pag. 19. 
ſo I find, that the»Gereral Aſſembly did require,that 
beſides this Sublcription to the Book of Diſcipline, 
ſome Perſons (I ſuppole ſuſpected of affeftion that 
way) ſhould ſubſcribe a particular Declaration cf 
the unlawtulneſs of Epiſcopacy, as was the Caſe of 
Mr. Maxwell and Mr. Hay, in the Principal A&ts of 
the General Aſſembly, 1644. And thus it was amongſt 
us, when all Perſons to be Ordained, were to bring 
a Teſtimonial of their having taken the Covenant, . 
as you may find it in the Form of Church-Govern- 
ment, pag. 20. and in all Places required to take it, 
and to read the Dire&ory the next Lords-day after 
the receipt of it, by an Ordinance, Ang. 23. 1645: 
So that taking Security by Profeſſion and Subſcri- 
ption, that the Order of the i. þurch ſhall be obſer- 
ved by Perſons intruſted in the Miniſtrations of it; - 
and Suſpenſion in caſe of refuſai, is no Per/ecution. 
But ſuppoſing that ſo it was, yet it is not utolera- 
ble. 
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ble. I do grant, that it muſt needs be a great trou- 
ble to a good Man, that he cannot do God and the 
Church that Service which he hath devoted himſelf 
unto, by reaſon of ſome Limitations put upon him ; 
but yet I think, that this is not ſufficient to carry 
him oft from Communion with a Church, and to 
ſet up another, becauſe he is denied this Liberty : 
for he is ſtill capable of being a private Member of 
it, and therefore he ought to continue in the latter 
Capacity, when {u{pended from the former. So 
ſaith Mr. Crofton, in his Reformation not Separation, 
Epiſt. to the Reader: I cannot be perſwaded, that I 
am disbanded from Chrifts Army, ſo ſoon as I am ſu- 
perſeded to my Conduct; I mu$t march under bis 
Banner, when I may not be permitted to march at the 
Head of a Company. So again, pag. 98. I conceive, 
Adminiſtration of God's Worſhip is much different 
from Attendance on God's Worſhip ; and I Stand 
bound to the laft, when I am (juſtly or unjuStly ) bar- 
red from the firſt. And this was the Opinion of the 
old Nonconformiſts. But now we find 1t otherwile ; 
and ſometimes theſe plead the obligation f their Or- 
dination, ſometimes the Relation which they hawe to 
a peculiar People, and ſometimes the neceſſuty of mul- 
titudes of Souls. The firſt we find infiſted upon by 
the Author of Separation yet no Schiſm, Epiſt. to 
the Reader : If it be asked, May not Supreme Magi 
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ftrates, within their Dominion, ſuſpend ſome Minifters 
from the Exerciſe of their Office, when they conceive i 
it is for the peace of the reft ? It will be anſwered, | 
That the Lord of Lords, who giveth the Office and 
the Commiſſion , hath certainly with the Office x 
deſigned them to the Exerciſe thereof, and bath {i 

| therein placed, not onely the Office, but the Exerciſe 
thereof , above the reſtraint of any Powers whatſo- 
ever, ſo long as the Exerciſe thereof continues to be re= 
gulated by the Laws of Chriſt. And in this caſe, | | 
nothing is more ordinarily produced than that of 4 
the Apoſtle, Wo is me, vc. But is not this to ad- $1 
vance every one beyond the cognilance of Superi- | 1 
ors, and to fall in with the Church of Rowe, whilſt 
they decry it? It indeed theirs was the Apoſtle's 
caſc, the Apoſtle's reſolution of obeying God rather 
than Man, would become them : Bue how little it 
Is ſo, Jet the old Nonconformiſts ſhew, in their Con- 
futation of the Browniſts, pag. 41. How unskilfully 
that ſpeech of the Apoſtles 3s alledged, will appear to 
them that will conſider theſe three differences between 
their Caſe and ours. 1. They that inhibited the Apo- 
ſtles, were profeſſed Enemics to the Goſpel. 2. lhe 
Apoſtles were charged zot to teach in the Name of 
Chriſt, nor to publiſh any part of the Dodrine of the 
Goſpel. 3. The Apoſtles received not their Calling and 
Authority from men, nor by the hands of men, but 
P immediately 
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immediately from God himſelf , and therefore might 
not be reſtrained or depoſed by men : whereas we, 
though we exerciſe a FunCiion whereof God 3s the 
Author, and we are alſo called of God to it, yet we 
are called and ordained by the miniftry of men, and 
may therefore by men be depoſed, and reſtrained from 
the exerciſe of it. I ſhall conclude this with whar 
Mr. Crofton laith, in his Reformation not Separation, 
pag. 70. If the Being of ChriStianity depended upon 
my Perſonal Miniſtry, as the being or appearing a Chri- 
ſftian doth on my Communion with the Church wiſible, 
the Inference might be of ſonze force + But till that 
be proved, I think it 1s of little. 

But is this really the caſe? Then what becomes 
of thoſe that among themſelves have taken up whol- 
Iy with other Profeſſions, and yet were never char- 
ged by their Brethren, for ſo doing, (as Mr. Baxter 
1s by the Author of the Antidote, pag. 15.) with ha- 
wing left the Lord's IVork £ Now I queſtion not, but 
the ſame Reaſon that did mduce ſome to: take u 
with other Employments to the neglect of this, and 
{o ſatisfie the reſt, that rhey acquieſce in it, will al- 
{o be ſufficient to ſhew, That meer Ordination can- 
not bind to the Exerciſe of that Office, when the 
Magiſtrate and Church forbids ; and conſequently, 
that a Reſtraint is no intolerable Perſecution. 

But the relation that they have to a peculiar People 
makes 
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makes this Inhibition z2tolerable. This is indeed 
pleaded in Sacrilegions Deſertion, pag. 11. @» 45+ 
« T undertake to prove, that Paſtors and People are 
«the conſtitutive Eflentials of a true Church; that 
« Dr. Seaman, Mr. Calamy, Dr. Manton, &c. with 
« the People ſubject to them as Paſtors, were true 
« Churches : Prove you, if you can, that on Auguſt 
« 24. 1662. they were degraded, or thele true 
« Churches dillolved. But before he puts others to 
prove the contrary, he ought to have made goud 
his own Propoſition, by proving, That the Relation 
betwixt particular Paſtors and People is not to be diſ- 
ſolved. For what though Paſtors and People are 
' the Conſtitutive Eflentials of a true Church ? what 


though Dr. Seaman, Mr. Calamy, &vc. and the Peo- | 


ple with them, were true Churches ? Can neither 
Dr. Seaman, &Xc. remove, or be removed from a 
People, but all this miſchief follows, that Miniſters 
are preſently degraded , and Churches diflolved ? 
Could not Mr. Calamy remove from St. Edmonds- 
bury to Kochford, and from Rochford to Alderman- 
bury, as he himſelt doth declare in his Apologie ? 
Could not Mr. Fenkin remove from Black:Fryers to 
Chriſt-church, without all this diſorder > What 
wreck was here made in Churches, if this Relation 
was indilloluble ? But it a Paſtor may thus'remove 
himſelf from one, Church, upon invitation to ano- 
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ther, (as it ſeems he may) it ſhews, that the Rela- 
tion 15 not ſo {trict as 15 pretended ; and that, con- 
lequently, Superiors in Church and State may fo 
tar diflolve that Relation, as well as the Paſtor him- 
{elf. But however, what relicf will this aftord to 
thoſe that leave thoſe Places where they had any 
pretence of ſuch a Relation , and buſie themſelves 
where they had none? What relief will this be to 
thoſe that contract a new Relation, and that do ga- 
ther Churehes out of Churches ? Surely Dr. Sea» 
man's, Dr. 7acomb's, and Mr. Jenkin's Flocks now, 
are taken from other Places. than Alhallows Bread- 
 fereet, Martins Ludgate, &>c. | 

 Laſily, The zeceſſ#ty of the People is what doth 
make their Preaching neceſlary (as they would have 
tt underſtood. So Sacrilegions Deſertion, pag. 59. ), 
and fo their Sutpenſton zntolerable Perſecution. But 
ſuppoſing this; (as doubtleſs. there is and ever was 
Work ſufficient for a greater number of skilful and 
fichfubLabourers) ; yet is there no way to be uſe- 
ful, but by facing a numerous Congregation, and 
preaching at ſuch Times, and- in ſuch Places, as do 
declare a defiance to the Church, which they there- 
' make a manifeſt rupture in, and open ſeparati- 
on from? Is there no- good to be done by preach- 
ing to- Five, beſides a Mans own Family, and by 
Perſonal Conference and Inſtruftion ? How came 
then 
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then our Saviour and his Apoſtles of ientimes to be- 
take themſelves to this way, as an Author of their 
own, in his Archipps, doth inform tis, pag. 21 © 
Bur if it be of great advantage, and that zt is 
little part of a Miniſters Duty, perſonally to Inftruct. 
and Preach from Honſe to Houſe, as that Author 
| faith, how comes it to be ſo ſadly neglected by them, 
as he there complains? and how comes the Apo- 
ſtles Io to be pleaded for the one, and not to bind 
the other ? Hear what the Author of Sacrilegiors 
Deſertion faith, pag. 93. «Is it not too much Hy- 
< pocrifie to cry out againft them that forbid us 
& Preaching, and in the mean time to neglect that 
« which none forbids us, wiz. Chriſtian Conference. 
Certainly, as he ſaith, pag. 94. Sncerity inclineth 
men to that way of Duty that hath leaſt Oftentation. 
But if the ſtate of the People be indeed the rea- 
{on, why do we not find them where there 1s moſt 
need of their Aſſiſtance? Are we not told, in $4- 
crilegious Deſertion, pag. 10. That the Nonconformiſts 
have found, that ſome F laces of many Years pa$t have 
had no Mini$ters at all Are there no Places in Eng- 
land and Wales, that do much more abound m Ig- 
- norance, than London, and the adjacent Parrs ? and 
are the Nonconformifts there to be: met with ? No, 
that Work is lefc to one (good Soul) that having 


not a Liberty by the Law to exerciſe his Office in 
the 
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the more Publick way, doth with unwearied dili- 
gence purſue the Ends of it, in travelling over ſteep 
Mountains and craggy Rocks,'and converfing with 
the rude and untaught Natives, whilſt others do 
more conſult their Eaſe and Profit. 

You ſee then, upon the whole, that their Su(- 
penſion is not intolerable Perſecution, or what will 
be ſufficient to juſtifie their Separation ; but that 
ſtill, notwithſtanding their Pleas, they are upon 
che ſame terms with the People ; and what will 
not juſtifie the Separation of the People, will not 
juſtifie that of the Miniſter ; and what is ſufficient 
to retain the People in Communion, is ſufficient to 
retain the Miniſter. 

And fo we are leit to conſider the State of the 
People, and whether there be on their part zntole- 
rable Perſecution. Not to diſpute whether what is 
ſuftered be Perſecution, or not ; I ſhall onely conlſi- 
der, whether it be what is {ſufficient co warrant their 
Separation : And that will appear, if we obſerve, 
That their Suftering muſt be either becauſe they do 
not at all Communicate with the Church, or that 
there are ſome particular things onely which they 
do not Communicate with us in. If it be for the 
former, then they did ſeparate before their {uffer- 
ing, and conſequently their Suffering can be no rea- 
{on for their Separation. It it be onely as to par- 
ticular 
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ticular things, then, I ſay 
that any Perſon doth ſuffer ztolerably upon that 
ſcore; the Church proceeding in ſo great tender- 
nels, where Perſons have ſhewed their readinels to 
hold Communion with her in what they can, and 
have fo far given fatisfaGion of their Piety, Peace- 
ableneſs, and Compliance, that in the Caſes where 
the Laws have been thought ſevere, they have rare- 
ly been executed upon ſuch in their ſeverity. Which 
I conceive is a ſufficient Reply to thoſe that cry out, 
Perſecution, and intoleravle, becaule of the great Pe- 
nalties that Offenders in ſuch kind are liable unto: 
For, the meer ſuppolal and expectation of leverity, 
1s no good Reaſon for Separation, as-long as It 1s 
not, nor 15 likely to be actually infliced. For, as 
Mr. bradſhaw the Nonconformiſt, in his Vnreaſona- 
bleneſs of Separation, printed 1640. pag. 107. doth 


. ſay, Though Humane Laws, under never ſo great Pu- 


niſlments, ſhould bind us to never ſo great Corrupti- 
ons in Gods Service ; yet ſo long as we do not aciually 
communicate in thoſe Corruptions, our Communicating 
3s never the worſe for the ſaid Laws : So 1 ſay, Though 
Laws threaten never ſo great Puniſhments, yet ſo 
long as we do not actually ſuffer them, our Condi- 
tion 1s not the worſe for theſe Laws. And this was 
thought a good Argument by Mr. Baily, in his Hi- 
ftorical Vindication of the Church »f Scotland g1646. 


pag. 20. 
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Pag. 20. who, when charged, That the King and his 
Family are ſubje& to the Claſſical Aſſemby, anſwers, 
That any Presbyterian did ever ſo much as begin 4 
Proceſs with any Prince, when they had the preatest 
Prowccations thereto, it cannot be ſhewed to this day. 
The Church of Scotland, notwithſtanding all the croſs 
Actions of King James, or King Charles, — yet newer 
did fo much as bethink themſelves of drawing againſt 
them the Sword of Church-Cenſures. Where he de- 
nies not the Charge of their Churches claiming luch 
a Power ; but thinks it enough to reply, That ſhe 
had never fo uſed it. So then you ce, that it is 
not the Power that our Superiors have, nor the Pe- 
nalties that a Law threatens, that will ferve in this 
caſe ; as Jong as the Ute of that Power, and Exe- 
cution of thoſe Laws is ſuſpended : and a Perſon 
ought not any more to quit the Church, than he 
will his Country, as long as he may be ſuffered to 
abide in 1r. And that he may do with us, that will 
hold Communion with our Church in what he can, 
and doth behave himſclt with modeſty in thoſe 
things winch for the prelent he cannot Communi- 
Cate in. 

4. Unjuſt Exconmunication 1s another Reaſon gi- 
ven to make Separation warrantable. But that being 
a ſpiritual Perſecution (as Camero calls it) doth not 
really difter from the former, and therefore will 
receive the {ame Anſwer. 5. That 
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s. That which will warrant a Separation froma 
Church, is a neceſſary Communion with it in its Sings. 
Towards the relolution of which, I ſhall obſerve, 

1. That bare Communion with a Church, doth not 
neceſſarily make a Perſon to communicate with the Sins 
rf it. This is granted by all that ſay, We mult not 

eparate from a Church, becaule of the #ngodly that 
are in its Communion, or becauſe of ſome mixtures 
that are in its Worthip : And if we muſt not 1e- 
parate from them, 1t 15 certain we may continue 
there, without being guilcy of the Sin of them. How 
far the firſt of theſe is and ought to be acknow- 
ledged, I have ſhewed above, at pag. 62. And how 
tar the Jatter, you may ſce in Mr. Brinſley's Ar- 
raignment of Schiſur, pag. 50. Though toleration of 
« fome unvarrantable mixtures it a Church, be an evil ; 
yet it 3s wot fo great an evil, as Separation upon that 
ground. This was the Opinion of the Five diflent- 
ing Brethren, in their Apologetical Narration, pag. 6. 
Ie have abvay 's profeſied, and that in thoſe times 
when the Wk of England were the well either 
aCiually over-fpread with de lements, or in the great- 
St danger thereof, — That we both did and would hold 
a Communion with then, as the Churches of Chriſt. 
And this they agreed to, upon this conlideration, 
that otherwiſe there hath been no Church yet, nor 


will be to the day of Judgment, which Perſons 
otherwiſe 
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otherwiſe perſwaded, could or can hold Communi- 
on with ; as you may find it in the old Nonconfor- 
miſts Letters to thoſe of New-England, pag. 12. 
Mr. Firmin's Separation examined, pag. 25. and the 
Vindication of' the Provincial Aſſembly, pag. 135. 

2. I add, That the impoſition of things unlawful, 
or ſo thought to be, in a Church, makes a Perſon in 
this caſe no farther concerned, than as they are impoſed 
on hint. For, it Corruptions tolerated are no bar to 
Communion, then they are not when 7zxpoſed; meer 
Impoſition not altering the Nature, as Mr.Crofton ſaith, 
in his 7erubbaal, pag. 27. 

3- Impoſition in ſome things unlawful, or ſuppoſed 
fo to be, will not juſtifie a ſeparation from what 3s law- 
ful. The Author of Separation yet no Schiſm, 1n his 
Epiftle to the Reader, thus pleads for the People : 
« The People are not always free from ſuch Impo- 
& ſitions which they extremely ſuſpect as ſinful ; as 
«that they cannot enjoy Baptiſm for their Chil- 
« dren without the Croſs, nor receive the Lords 
« Supper without Kneeling ; to name no more, (as 
well he could not). But ſuppole that thele things 
are unpoſed , and what they extremely ſuſpedt ; 
can this be a Reaſon for their ſeparation in thoſe 
things where nothing of this nature is ? Certainly, 
m obedience to Magiſtrates, and for Communion 
with a Church, we ought to go as far as we can; 
and 


EN 
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and what I cannot do, is no excuſe for the omiſſion 
of what I can. Thus did the old Nonconformiſts 
think and praQtice, as I obſerved to you before, 
from the Vindication of the Provincial Aſſembly, pag. 
135. That though ſome of them thought it unlawfitl 
to receive the Sacrament kneeling, yet they held Cont- 
munion with the Church in the reft. And according- 
ly Mr. Firnmin argues, in his Separation examined, 
pag-29. Suppoſe there ſhould be ſome Humane mixtures, 
are all the Ordinances polluted £ Why do you not cont- 
municate with them in thoſe Ordinances which are 
ure £ 

Now if this be true, what ſhall we fay to them 
that have nothing to object againſt the greateſt part 
of what they are required to communicate with us 
in; and yet keep up a total and poſitive Separati- 
on from us, as it all Parts were alike infeted, and 
that from the Crown of the Head, to the Sole of 
the Foot, there was nothing but Wounds and pu- 
trifying Sores ? 

4. The meer ſuſpicion that a Perſon may hawe of 
the nnlawfulneſs of what is impoſed, will not juſtifie 
bis omiſſzon of, or ſeparation in that particular. For, 
he ought to come to ſome reſolution in it, and in 
caſe of Obedience, Communion, and Charity, to go 
againſt ſuch his Suſpicion. To this purpoſe {peaks 
Mr. Geree, in his Reſolution of Ten Caſes, 1644. 
Q-32 « Things 
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_ Things wherein doubts arile, are of a double na- 


*ture : 1. Meerly arbitrary, and at my own di- 
*{pole: 2. That are under command ; as coming 
*to the Sacrament, Obedience to the Hicher Pow- 
«ers in things hwul It Scruples arile abou rlicle; 
« and a Man doubts he fins it he a&s, and he allo 
« doubts he {ins it he forbears, ec. In this caſe he 
« muſt weigh the Scales, and where he apprechends 
« moſt weight of Reafon, muſt incline that way, 
« though the other Scale be not alrogerher empty. 
« And this done, after humble and diligent ſearch, 
& with bewalling our infirmity, that we are no more 
« diſcerning, will be accepted by God : God puts 
< not his People on necc!liry of ſinning, nor can our 
< Scruples diſp:nte with his Commands. So Mr. Fal- 
do, mn his Oackerifm no Chriſtianity, pag. 93. © In 
« doubtful and difticule Caſes, w hercin we cannot 
«reach the knowledge of our Duty, | it's our Duty 
% ro follow the Examples of the greateſt number 
«of the Saints, Cc. And then ſurely, what wall 
{ſerve 1n ſuch a cale to Jet us diſpenſe with our 
 Boubts, will much more in GCbedience to Gover- 
nours, and for Communion with a Church. This I 
rhought to have more largely handled , as it's 
| thought a new and, late Argument, uſed by Biſhop 
8 anderſon, &c. (but what ] can prove to be of old 
the common Reſolution of the Caſe), and as the 
contrary 
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contrary 15 pleaded for from Mr. Hales : But light- 
Ing liappily upon a Book called Mr. Hales's Tree. 

(2 of | Schiſm examined, wrote by a Learned Per- 
= [ thall refer you to it, where he particularly 

undes takes this Point, pag. 110, Cc. 

Having. thus made good the Three Propoſitions 
aboveſaid, and (thewed, That the Church of England 
35 a True Church; That there is a Separation from 
it ; and, That this Separation 1s voluntary and unne- 
ceſſary: that which remains 1s not to be denied, vs. 
t bat therefore the preſent $. -paration is Schiſh bet 
So thar now you may {ce in what condition thole 
of our ditlenting Brethren are, that withdraw trom 
the Communion of our Chavelk1 : and how little 
able they will be to reconcile their preſent Proceed- 
ings, to their former Principles s and Proteilions. It 
was once ſaid by them, in the Vindication of the 
P resbyterial Government, pag. 133. Hf e dare not make 
fe par ation from a irne C arch, by depar ting from it, 
as you do, | (pcaking to the Independents. Then Ins 
dependency was what they proved to be dchiſur, be- 
cauſe, 1. Independents do depart from our Churches, 
my true Churches, and ſo acknowledged by themſelves. 

v-G hey draw and feduce Members from our Congrega- 
"TY . They erect ſeparate C 'ongregations. 4+. They 
refuſe — 16-eSs with our Churches in the Sacra- 
ments. Now we judge, that no Schiſm 1s to be tolera- 


ted 
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ted in the Church ; as ſay the London-Miniſters, in 
their Letter to the Aſſembly, pag. 3. Then the inevi- 
table Conſequences of it could be diſcovered and 
repreſented, as that by it Peoples minds would be 
troubled, and in danger to be ſubverted ; bitter heart- 
burning would be fomented aud perpetuated ; godly, 
painful, and orthodox Minifters be diſcouraged , and 
defpiſed ; the life and power of Godlineſs be eaten out, 
by frivolous Diſputes ; and the whole Courſe of Re- © 
ligion in private Families be interrupted, and under- 
mined; as they there fay, pag. 4- Then Church-Di- 
efron was as great a4 Sin as Adultery and Theft, as 
Dr. Bryan maintains, in the Publick Diſputation at 
Kilingworth, 1655. pag. 28. Then it was pleaded, 
That they Covenanted ndf onely againſt Sin,but Schiſm, 
as ſaith Mr. Watſon, in his Anatomy upon the Heart, 
pag. 160. But is not that now true, which he there 
charges upon themfelves, We have gone againſt the 
Letter of it ? For, do not many of them that have 
id all this, ſet up Churches againſt Churches, exer- 
ciſe the Worſhip of God, adminiſter Ordinances, the 
Word, Sacraments, apart, and in a ſeparated Body ? 
Which in a peculiar manner, and by way of eminency, 
7s called Schiſm, ſaith Mr. Brinſley, pag. 16. Is Schiſn 
all on a ſudden grown fo innocent a thing, that Per- 
ſons are to be indulged, and tamely permitted to 
continue 11 it ? And 16 it not as ſad now, as it was 
then, 


on, 
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chen, that mrany that pretend to Religion, make no 
Conſcience of Schiſm, as Dr. Manton on Jude, pag. 
492. doth obſerve ? Certainly, That ſti]] remains 
good which was ſaid by Mr. Brinſley, pag. 17. The 
Schiſms and Diviſions which are broken in, and that 
among$t God's own People, are what I cannot but look, 
upon as one of the blackeſt Clouds, one of the ſaddeſt 

udgments which hang over the head of this Kingdom 
at this day ; of ſad influence for the preſent, and, un- 
leſs they be healed, of dangerous conſequence for the 
future. Have we not Atheiſyr, and Infidelity, and 
Profaneneſs enough to encounter ; but muſt we have 
more Work found us, by thoſe that have given us 
Arguments to oppole themſelves with? Are we 1n 
no danger of being over-run with a Foreign Power, 
and that the Romans ſhall come ani take away our 
Name and Church ; when we, which are at difterence 
amongſt our ſelves, ſha]] without any oppoſition be 
{wallowed up by them ? Are they yet to be taught, 
that as nothing can, ſo nothing will ſooner make 
us a prey to them, than mutual Hoſtilities amongſt 
our ſelves? And whence is it, that they will run the 
adventure, and care not what they expoſe us to? 
Is it that Rome 1s nearer to them, than they are to 
us? That will not be ſuppoted. Is it that they ex- 
pect better Quarter from that, than they meet with 
trom our Church? That let Experience decide. Is 
It 
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it that by bringing all to confuſion, and a common 
ſcramble, they may hope to go away with the' Su- 
premacy ? That their Divitions amonglt themſelyes 
doth confute. For, can they think, becauſe they 
agree againſt us, that they will agree among them- 
ſelves? Or, can they think, if they do not, that one 
alone can carry the Victory from the Common Ene- 
my? Let a ſober Author of their own, in his Di- 
ſeourſe of the Religion of England, be heard, who 
ſaith, pag. 39. That the common ſafety and advance- 
ment of tre Religion cannot ſtand by a multiplicity of 
petty Forms ; but requires an ample and well-ſetl:d 
State, to defend and propagate it againſt the amplituce 
and potency of the Romiſh Intereſt. And are not theſe 
the thoughts of the wileſt 1n this Nation? and ſhall 
Men yet continue to keep up Feuds and Animolt- 
ties, and make no ſ{cruple of contradicting them- 
ſelves to feed them ? It was once ſaid by Mr. Bri- 
ſley, paz. 62. That it's a foul blemiſh to a Miniſter of 
Chriſt, to ſpe.:%, one thing to day, and another thing to 
morrow, to ſay and unſay. And I will appeal to all 
the World, whether this be not what our Brethren 
are guilty of. Surely, it they would but take the 
pains to review what they have written, and weigh 
thole Arguments againſt Schiſmr and Separation that 
they formerly publithed, they would return to them- 


{clves, and ro that Church which they have fo un- 
adviſedly 
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adviſedly broken off from ; they would then think 
it their Duty, with the o/d Nonconformiſts, to come 
as far as they can, and their Happinels to live in- 
the Communion of that Church where they may be 
as good as they will ; they would then fee, that 
Schiſm is a great Sin, and that their preſent Separa- 
tion 18 Schiſm. | 

I ſhould now conclude, but that T may fear that 
Mr. Fenkin will proclaim , and others think me a 
Slanderer, tor ſaying, pag. 44. That he hath borrow- 
ed the Subſtance of this Sermon trom Mr. Brinſley's 

Arraignment of Schiſm, it I do not make it good : 
and therefore in my own vindication, and alſo to 
ſhew you how far holineſs and indignation may be 
pretended, when indeed it 1s little better than hypo« 
crifie and calunmythat prompts Men on, I ſhall draw 
the Compariſon , and leave you and all others to 
judge , whether he be not one of thole empty and 
—_—_— Predicants ſpoken of in his Exodys, 
pag: 56. that preach the Sermons of others, and, more 
than thacr, dare before all the World publiſh them 
as his own: the like to which is allo done by him, 
or one of his Brethren, in the Vindication of the 
Presbyterial Government, pag. 132. compared with 
Mr. Brinſley, pag. 16. and pag. 134. with 52. and 

pag. 135. with 41. Nor hath he borrowed from 

- Mr. Brinſley alone, but hath rifled divers other Au- 

R thors 
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thors for the greateſt part of his Book, as might eq- 
ſily be proved, were it either requiſi ite, or wort 
the while. How far he is beholden to others for 
that kind of Wit and tawdry Eloquence that a groſs 
and bribed Flatterer, in his Patronaus bone Fidez, 
oives him the Title of Seneca for, the Author of 
the Vindication of the Conforming Cleroie hath alrea- 
dy ſhewed : And how bold he hath made with 
others for Argument and Realon, the following In- 
ſtances will be a ſufficient Sp-cizen, where he hath 
ſcarcely left any thing untouched that he then 
thought might ſerve his purpole. 


A Sermon 
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A Sermon preached by W. 
enkin, herewith Printed, 
and alſo to be found in his 
Comment on Jude, printed 
in Quarto, 1652. 


Heir Hereſies were per- 
. veric and damnable Opi- 
nions their Schiſm was a 


perverſe Separation from Church- 
communion : The former was in 
Doctrinals, the latter in Practicals ; 
the former was oppoſite to Faith, 


this latter to Charity. By Faith al | 


the Members are united to the 
Head, by Charity one to another : 
and as the breaking ot the former 
is Hereſie, ſo their breaking of the 
latter was Schiſm. pag. 21. 
Schiſm is uſually ſaid to be two- 
fold, negative, and poſitive. 1. Ne- 
gative is, when there is onely [im 
plex (eceſſio, when there is onely a 
bare ſeceſſion, a peaceable and qui- 
et withdrawing from Cemmunion 
with a Church, without making a- 
ny head againſt that Church from 
which the departure is. 2. Poſitive 
1s, when perſons ſo withdrawing 
do ſo conſociate and draw them- 
ſelves into a diſtin&t and oppoſite 
Body, ſetting up a Church againſt 
a Church, or, as Divincs expreſs it, 
from 


The Arraignment of the 
preſent Schiſm, by Fob 
Brinſley. LONDON, 
1646. 


Ereſie (ſaith Jerome) is 
H properly a perverſe Opt- 
nion, Schiſin is a perverſe 
Separation. The ene a Dottrinal, 
the other a praftical Error. T he one 
oppoſite to Faith, the other to Chari- 
tY.. -By the one ( Faith) all the Mem- 
ers are united to the Head; by the 
other ( Charity ) they are united to 
one another, Now the breaking of 
the firſt of theſe Bands is Hereſiey 
the latter Schiſm. Pag. 14+ 


T here ts, to uſe his terms (Came- 
ro), 4 negative and a poſitive Sepa= 
ration. The former u ſimplex ſe- 
ceſſio, when one or more do quietly 
ard peaceably withiraw themſelves 
from Communion with a Church, — 
not making head againſt that Charch 
from which they are departed : The 
ether, when perſons ſo withdrawing 
do conſociate and draw themſelves in- 
to 4 diſtintt and oppoſite Boay, ſetting 
1p a Church againſt a Church. — 
This # that which Auguſtine, and 0- 
ther Divines after him, call the ſet- 

R 2 ting 
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from Anugrſtine, an Altar againſt an 


Tenkin. | 


Altar, And this is it which in a pe- 
culiar manner, and by way of emi- 
nency, is called by the name of 


Schiſm. 


AT 22. 


Schiſm becomes ſinful, either in 


reſpect, 1. of the groundleſneſs 
or, 2, the manner thercof. 1. Th: 
groundleſneis; when there 1s no 
caſting of perſons out of the 
Church by an urjuſt Cenſure of 
Excommunication, no departurc 
by unſuffcrable Perſecution,no He- 
reſie nor Idolatry in the Church 
maintained. 2. The manner of Se- 
paration makes it unlawful; when 
*tis made without due endeavour, 
and waiting for Reformation of 
the Church from which the depar- 
ture is.: and ſuch a raſh departurc 
is againſt Charity , which: ſuffers 
both much and long all tolerable 
things : It is not preſently diſtaited, 
when the juſteſt occaſion 1s given; 
it firſt uſcth all. poſſible means of 
remedy. The Chyrurgeon reſervcs 
Diimecmbring as the laſt remedy. 
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Mr. Brinfley. ; 
ting up of an Altar againfl an Altar. 
And this ts it ( ſaith that judicions 
Atthor ) which in a pecnliar manner, 
and by way of eminency, ts called by 


the name of Schiſm. pag. 16. 

Unwarrantable, either for ground, 
or manner ;, The former an unjuſt, 
the latter a raſh Separation; each a 
Schiſm. Unjz«ft, when there is no 
Perſecution, no ſpreading Error or 
Hereſie, no [avlatry, 2. The manner, 
which if ſzd/es and heady, without 
die endeavorr and expeltance of Re- 
formation in that Charch, it may be 4 
raſh, and conſequently an itmwarrant a- 
ble Separation, inaſmuch as it ts op- 
pofite to Charity, —{t being the na- 
ture of Charity to ſuffer much and 
long, —all things which are ſuffera- 
ble :——It is not preſently diftaſted, ſo 
as to fly off npon every ſmall and tri- 
vial occaſion, no nor Yet pon a juſt 
and weighty one, without firſt aſſay- 
ing all p:ſſible means of remedy. $9 
deals the wary and careful Chyrur ge- 
on with his Patient ; not preſently 
fail to diſmembring,—reſerving it 


It looks upon a ſudden breaking off | for the laſt remeay. So deals Charity 
from Communion with a Church | by tte Ch:rch ; net preſently ſepa- 


{which is a diſmembring) not as. 


Chyrurgery, but Butchery. pag.23. 


I ſhall not ſpend time to com- 


rate and break off Communion (which 
z the diſmembring of a Church. ) No, 
this ( ſaith Camero) « xot Chyrur- 
gia, bat Carnificina 3 which Ay, 
Cotton --- engliſheth rinktly, not Chy- 
rurgery, but Butchery. pag.24,25. 

Muſculus informs me of {ome who 


pare it with Hereſic, though ſome 37 point of ſinfulneſs have compared 
have | 


Schiſm 


Myr Fenkin. 
have ſaid that Schiſm is the greater 
fin of the two. - Avg. contr. Don.l.2. 
c.5. tells the Doxariſts, that Schiſm 
was a preater {in 'than that of the 
Traditores, who in time of Perſe- 
cution,throngh fear, delivered their 
Bibics to Perſecutors to be burnt. 
A fin at which the Denatiffs took 
ſo muck offence, that it was the 
Sround of their Separation. pas. 24, 
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| 


In reſpet of Chriſt, 1. It's an | 


Mr Briinfley. 

Schiſm with Hereſie, ard others who 
have aggravated it beyond it, as the 
greater evil of the two, Appuſtine 
tells the Donitiſts, contr. Don. 1. 2. 
c. 6. that their Schiſm was a greater 
fin than that which they took ſuch 
high offence at, aud which was the 
grozn4 of their [eperation (viz. the 
fin of the Traditorcs, ſuch as in time 
ef Perſecution had through fear de- 
livered #p their Bibles to the Perſe» 
cutors to be burnt.) pag. 17, 18. 

It is injurious to Chriſt, who 


horrible indignity offered to his | ſeemeth by this means to be as it were 


Body (as thc Apoſtle ſpeaks, 1 Cor. 
I. 15.) and makes him to appcar 
the Head of two Bodics, How 
monſtrous and diſhonourable is the 
very conceit hercof ! 2, It's rcbcl- 
lion againſt his Command, his great 
Command of Love. The Grace of 
Love is by ſome called the Queen 
of Graces; and it's greater than 


| 


divided. $9 Paul zroeth it, Is Chriſt 
divided ? — Himſelf hereby made 
the Head of two diſagreeing Bodies ; 
which ts diſhon:urable, and monſtrons 
to conceive of him. pag. 19. 

It's oppoſite to ſa treat a Grace 
as Charitj. Charity, the Queen of 
Graces Tre ter than Faith, —— 
I. I: rcoard of the Objelt :=== Faith 


Faith in reſpect of its Object, not | reſpeilerh Goa onely, but Charity beth 
God onely, but Man; its Durati- { God and Man. 2. [n regard of the 
on, which is eternal ; its manner of ' manzer of working : Faith worketh 
working, not in a way of receiving . intramitrendo, by receiving and let- 
Chriſt (as Faith), but of giving the ting in Chriſt and his Benefits ;, but 


Soul to him. 


By Diviſions among our ſelves, 
we endeavour tg divide our ſelves 


pag. 24+ , Charity extramittendo, by giving 


out the Sorl.—— 3. In regard of aus 
ration :- Charity is for eteraity.p.18. 

By dividing themſelves from the 
Body, they are in a aauTeroxs wa? to 


from him, in and trom whom is all | divide themſelves from the Head.--- 
our fulncſs.—Upon the Stock of | Schiſm maketh way to Hereſie. $0 


Schiſm commonly Hereſie is graft- | Jerome. There is no Schiſm, bit o7- 


ed. There is no Schiſm (ſaith 7e- | dinarily it inventeth and Lroatheth 


rome) 


ome 


—— 4... 4. P——— 
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Mr. 7enkzn. 
rome) but ordinarily it inventeth 
and produceth ſome Herche, that 
ſ» the Separation may ſeem the 
more juſtifiable. The Novatians 
and Donatiſts from Schiſm fell to 
Herefies. Our Times tadly com- 
ment upon this Truth, they equally 
ariſing unto both. page 25, 26. 


Its injurious to the peace and 
quietneſs of the Church, —lt the 
natural Body be dividcd an torn, 
pain and {mart muſt needs follow. 
The tearing and rending of the my- 
ſtical Body, goes to the Heart of 
all ſenſible Menibers: they often 
cauſe the Feveriſh D.ſtempers of 
Hatred, Wrath, Scditions,Envy:ng, 
Murders. Schiſm in the Church 
puts. the Members out of joynt ; 
and disjoynted Bones are painful : 
All my . bones (ſaith David) are cat 
of jojnt. Church-Divitions cauſe 
jad thoughts of Hcart, pag. 27+ 


It's oppoſite to the Edification 
of the Church. Diviſion of Tongues 
hindrced the building of Bebel; 
and doubtleſs Diviſion in Hearts, 
Tongues, Hands, and Heads, 
muſt needs hinder the building ot 
feruſalem. While Parties are con- 
t-nding, Church:s and Common. 
wealths ſuffer. In rroublous times 

the 


Mr. Brinſley. 


ſome Hereſie, that ſo the Separation 
may ſeem the more juſtifiable— A 
Truth ſufficiently experimented in 
thoſe ancient Schiſmaticks, the No- 
vatians and Donatiſts, who from 
Schiſm fell to be Authors or Defen- 
ders of Heretical Opinions. We have 
4a late and dreadful Inftance, &c. 
pag. 22. 

The Church is hereby diſquieted. 
Even as it is in the natural Boay, if 
there be a ſolutio continui, /o as it 
be divided, it breedeth ſmart and 
pain,—The myſtical Boay cannot be 
rent and torn by Diviſions, but it go- 
eth to the heart of all the ſenſible 
Members. The diviſions of Reuben 
were great tho:ghts of heart, — oft- 
times breeding thiſe Feveriſh diſtem- 
pers of Hatred, Variance, Wrath, 
Seaitions, I and Murders too. p.21. 
Schiſm in the Church puts the 
Members ot of jojnt 5— Bones 0:.t 
of joynt are painful. Thence David 
borrows this expreſſion, All my bones 
are out of joynt. Such are Schiſms 
in the Church, cauſing ſad thoughts 
of heart. pag. 67. 
The Church is hereby hinared in 
the Earfication of it. We know what 
it was that kindred the building of Ba- 
bel, even a Schiſm in their Tongues, 


aiviſion of Languages— And (wre- 


ly there 2s no one thing that can more 
hinaer the building of Jeruſalem, — 
when Chriftians ſhall be divided in 


their Reads, Hearts, Tongues, Hands. 
As 
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the Walls and Temple: of 7er»ſa 
lem went but ſlowly on. pag. 27. 


When Church-Members arc put 
out of joynt, they are made unſer- 
viceable, and unfit to perform their 
ſeveral Offices. They who were 
wont to joynin Praycr,Sacraments, 
and Faſting, and were ready toall 
mutual Offices of Love, are now 
fallen off from all. pay. 28, 


Our Separation(from Rome) was 
not before all means were uſed for 
the cure and reformation of the 
Remaniſts, by the diicovery of 
their Errours, that poſſibly could 
be thought of : notwithſtanding all 
which (though ſome have been cn- 
forced to an acknowledgement of 
them) they ſtill obſtinately perſiſt 
in them. Our famous, godly, and 
learned Reformers , would have 
healed Babylon, but ſhe is not heal. 
cd, Many $kilful Phyſicians have 
had her in hand, but ſhe grew ſo 
much the worſc.—]n ſtead of be- 
ing reclaimed, they anathematized 
them with the dreadfulleſt Curſes, 
excommunicated , yea murdered 
and deſtroyed multizudes of thoſe 
who endeavoured their reduce- 
ment ; not permitting any to trade, 
buy or ſell, to have cither Religi- 

ous 
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— As it # in Civil Wars, whilſt 
the Parties are contending, the Com- 
monwealth ſuffers —- The Wall and 
Temple of Jeruſalem went ſlowly on 
in troublous Times. 29. 2I. 

Aembers of the Church being put 
ont of joynt by Schiſm, become unnſe- 
ful to the Boay, unapt to thoſe D#- 
ties and Services which _= they 
performed. — How is it that thoſe 
who were wont to jojn with the 


Churches in Hearing, Prayer, S4- , 
craments, and were ſo ready to all. 


mutual Offices of Live, are now fat- 
len off from all ? pag. 67- 
Onur Separation was neceſſitated, 
thro*gh their obſtiracy in their Er- 
rors , which wtwith[tanding the di- 
ſerrery of them, ana that (o clear, 4s 
that ſome of their onwn have been en- 
forced to an acguowleagement 6f 
them, and all ways and means uſca 
for their Reformation, they ftill per- 
fiſt in. What then remains, but 4 cut= 
ting off * We would have healed Ba- 
bylon, bat be zs nct healed. What 
then followeth? Forſabe her , and 
let us go every one to his own Conn: 
try. How many Phyſicians have had 
her in hand, Luther, &c. and the reſt 
of our pious Reformers ? brt all to 
no purpoſe. ——WWe were enforced—— 
e not permitting any to trade, buy 
or ſell , to have either Religions or 
Civil Communion with her , excett 
they receive her Mark in their Hands 
ana Foreheads : But, on the «thr 
hazda, 
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ous or Civil Communion with 
them, except. they received the 
Beaſts Mark. in their Hands and 
Forcheads. All which conſidered, 
we might ſafciy forſake her.-- Since 
in ſtead of healing Babylon, we 
could not be preſerved trom her 
deſtroying of us, we did deſerved 
ly depart irom her, and every one 
g9 into his own Country : and un 
Aefs we had done fo, we could not 
| have obeyed the clear- Precept, 
' Apoc. 18. Come ont of ker my peo- 
ple. | pap 29, 3O. 
To ſeparate from Congregati 
ons where the Word of Truth and 
Goſpc! of Salvation are held out in 
an ordinary way. as the Proclama- 
tions of Princes arc held torth up- 
on Pillars, to which they are af- 
fixed 3 wacre the Light of Truth is 
ſet up, as it were upon a Candle- 
Rick, to guide Paſlengers to Hea- 
ven : to icparate trom them, to 
whom bclong the Covenants, and 
where the Sacraments, the Scals of 
the Covenant, arc tor ſubitance 
rightly diſpenſed 3 where Chriſt 
walketh in the midſt of his golden 
Candleſticks, arid diſcovereth his 
preſerice in his Ordinances, where- 
y they are made cffeCtual to the 
converſion and cdification of Souls 
m an ordinary way 3 where the 
Members are Saints, by a profeſſed 
{ubjection to Chriſt, -- where there 
are ſundry who in the judgement 
of 
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hand, anathematizing them.--Theſe 
things conſidered, let God and the 
World be judge, whether our Sepa- 
ration from them be voluntary.—— 
Net unjuſt, being warranted by An- 
thority of Scripture, commanding this 
ſeparation, Come out of her my 
Pcople, Rev. 18, 4. pag. 27, 28. 


Are not our Congregations true 
Churches ? What, are not here the 
Pillars of Truth? 1s wot the Word 
of Truth, the Goſpel of Salvaticn 
here held forth, and that in an or- 
dinary and conſtant way, even as 
the Edicks and Proclamations of 
Princes are wont to be held forth 
by Pillars to which they are affixed ? 
—where the Light of Gods Truth 
is ſet up and held forth , for the 
guiding of paſſengers in the way to 
Eternal Life'? Are not here the 
golden Candleſticks, where the Seals 
of Gods Covenant, the Sacraments 
of the New Teſtament, are for ſab- 
ffance righth diſpenſed; — where 
there 15 the preſence ef Chriſt inthe 
miaſt of his Ordinances, ſo as inan 
ordinary way they are made effeftu- 
al to the converſion and ſalvation xi 
many , where Chriſt ſitteth, walket 
in the midſt of his golden C andle- 


Picks; 
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of Charity may be conceived to 
have tne work of Grace really 
wrought in thcir hearts, by walk 
ing in ſome meaſure anſwerable to 
their Proicfſion : 1 ſay, to ſeparate 
from theſe, as thoſe with whom 
Church Communion is not to be 
held, is Schiſmatical. pag. 31, 32. 

The voluntary and unaeceffary 
Separation from a true Church, is 
Schiſmarical, pag. 31r. 

Pretences for Separation are 
alledged; tr:quently,and moſt plau. 
ſibly , Mixt Communion, and of 
admitting into « hurch-tellowſhip 
the wile with the precious, and 
thoſe who are Chiff, and therefore 
ought not to lodge with the 
Wheat. 

Anſw. x. Not to inſiſt upon 
what ſome have urged, wiz. That 
this tath becn the Stone at which 
meſt Schiſmaticks have ſtumbled, 
and the pretence which they have 
of old atledg: d ——as is evident in 
the eximp!.5 0! the Audeans, No- 
vatians, Donatiſts, Anabaptiſts , 
Bre.mfts. par, 33: 


2. Lect them conſider, whether 
the want of reforming abuſes, pro- 
ceed not from {ome unhappy ob- 
tructions 1n the exerciſe ot Diſci- 
pline, rather than from the allow- 
ance of. the Cinch. 


3. Let. them conſider, whether. 
when | 


Mr. Brinſley. 


fricks, where there are S1cietief 
of viſible Saints, all fuch by out- 
ward pr»feſſion, and a confiderable 
part of them walking in meaſure an- 
[werable to that profeſſion 3 can it be 
queſtioned, wh-1e theſe are, whether 
there be true Churches of Chrift? 
Pag- 29, 30. 
Schiſm is a voluntary and unwar- 
rantable Separation from a true 
Church. pag. 23. 
Sinful mixtures are tolerated 4- 
mong you 5 — There us not that due 
ſeparation of the Wheat from the 
Chaff , the precious from the vile + 
but all ſorts are admitted. 


Anſw. 1. 7 might here mind them, 
That this hath been the comms; 
Stock wherenup n Schiſms hath been 
'ſually grafted, the common pretence 
taken up by a'l Schiſmatichs, —the 
Novatians, Audzans, Donatiſts :--- 
from the ſame Root ſprung that later 
Schiſm of the Anabaptiſts :—7t was 
the ſame Stone at which Brown and' 
his Fohowers firſt ſtumbled. pag. 

37438,39- 

What thongh there are ſome fail- 
ings in the execution, through ſome 
unhappy obſtrattions in the exerciſe of 
Diſcipline? yet cannot the Church 
ſtand charged with them4 pag. 40. 


Conſider the manner in ſeparating 
H at 
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when they ſeparate from Sivftl| ar ch a time, in a time of Refor- 
mixtures, the Church be not at | mation, what, ſeparate from a 
that very tune purging out thoſe reforming Church * pag. 51, 52. 

Sinful mixtures. Pap. 33+ 
H ith not God his Chur h, even | Sypps[e there may be ſome, nav ma- 
re corruption of Manncts hath ' yy jv ft Scandals among ſt us, by reaſon 
4 Truth a Church, Ti pe'riry ot of corruption of manners; yet & not 
I>-cir:ne be naintained 2 And is this a ſr fficiext ground of ſeparation 
ſc rain from that Caurch law- from a Church wherein there is purity 
ju, from which God doth not le- | ef Doftrive. Pap. 5O. 
para.c? pag 34.| How dare any forſake that Church 
which God hath not forſaken ? p. 59. 
Let them conſider, whether God | God hath not made all private 
hath made private C:riſtiavs Stew- | Chriſtians Stewards, nor yet Survey- 
ar.'s in lis Houſe, to deterinine | ors 32 h#s Houſe, ſo as that every one 
win ther thoſe with whom they ' borld take an exatt nitice of the con- 
commuinicate are fit Members « f| ditions of all thoſe whom they hold 
t ce Church, or not ? or rathcr, | Communion with , who are fit to be 
whetter it be not their duty, when | members of the Church, and who not. 
they diicover Tares in the Church, | Jt 7s Cyprian's counſel, What though 
in {ſtead of ſeparating from it, to | rhere be ſome T ares diſcovered in LM 
labour that they may be tound | Charch, —yet let us,for our parts,la- 
good Corn ; that ſo when God | hour that we may be found good Corn, 
ſhall come to gather his Corn in , that ſo when God ſhall come to gather 
to his Garner, they may not be | hzs Crop into his Garner, we may not 
trown out ? Church- Officers arc | be caſt oxt. Minifterially the 
Mnilterially betraſted with the or | Church-Officers , whom Chriſt hath 
dering of the Church, and for thc | betr::ſted with the ordering of - the 
opening and ſhutting of the Doors | Church, them he bath made the Por- 
of the Churches Communion, by | ters i» his Houſe, for the opening and 
the Keys of Doctrine and Diſci- | >tting the doors of the Ch-xches 
pline; and herein if they ſhall be | Communion, by the keys of Doftrine 
cither:hindred, or negligent, pri | a» Diſcipline. Now, in this caſe, if 
vate Chriſtians ſhall not be intang | - ther their hands be tied by any hu- 
td inthe guilt of their Sin.p. 34,3 5+ ) ane reſtriftions,--- -or if through ne- 
ligence they let looſe the Rains, how 
private Chriſtians ſhould be entangled in the guilt of that ſin, it cannot be 
eenceived, Page. 414. The 
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The Command wot to eat with 4 
Brother, &c. x Cor. 5. 11. concerns 
not Religious but Civil Communi- 
on, by a voluntary, familiar, inti- 
mate Convertation, either in being 
invited, or inviting. page 35- 


Now though ſuch Civil eating 
was to be forborn, yet it follows 
not at all, much leis much more, 
that R-ligious eating is forbidden : 
Becauſe, Civil eating is arbitrary 
and unneceſſary 3 not ſo Religious, 
which is enjoyned,and a command 
cd Duty. 

It ſhould be our care to prevent 
Separation: To this end, 

1. Labour to be progreſſive in 
the work of Mortification. pag. 38. 

2. Admire no Mans Perſon. 
This cauſed. the Corinthian Schilm. 
Take heed of Man-worthip. 


3. Labour for Experimental be- 
nefhit by the Ordinances.— Find 
the ſetting up of Chriſt in your 
hearts by the Miniſtry, and then 
you will not dareto account it An 
tichriſtian. 1f with 7acob,we could 
ſay of our Bethels, God is here, we 
would ſet up Villars. 


4. Neither give nor receive 
Scandals. Give them not, to occa- 
ſion 


pag. 36} 
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That which Paul prohibits there, 
is not properly a Religions, but a Ci- 
vil Communion, not to mingle them- 
ſelves with ſnch ſcandalous Livers, 
by a voluntary, familiar,and intimate 
Converſation,—in an ordinary way, 
repairing totherr T ables, or inviting 
them to Jours. 

If we may not have Civil, much 
leſs Religious Communion. Anl. Not 
{o ne:ther , inaſmuch .u the one 1s ar= 
bitrary and voluntary, the ather a ne- 


ceſſary Communion. pag. 45. 


How ſhall this Unity be attained ? 
I. To this end labour after new 
hearts. 


How may Schiſm be prevented ? 
6. Take heed of having the Pere 
ſons of Men in admiration. This 
occaſioned all thoſe Diviſions in the 
Church of Corinth. —T ake we heed 
how we lock too much at Men. p. 59: 
4+ Labour to ſee and acknowledge 
God in our Congreg ations, — Now if 
he be here, how = any withdraw ? 
When Jacob aporehended God pre- 
ſent with him at Berhel, (Surcly the 
Lord is in this place. ) he ſers up hes 
Pillar there.—— Rave we met with 
him ? why do we not ſet np our Pil- 
lar here ? pag. 58+ 
3- Take heed of Scandals, whe- 


| ther of grving or — Of giving, 
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ſion others to ſeparate 3 nor receive 
them, to occaſion thy own Sepa- 
ration— Conſtrue doubiful- mat- 
ters charitably. Look not upon 
Blemiſhes with Multiplying-glaſſes, 
or old Mens Spectacles : Hide 
them, though not imitate them. 
Sport not your ſclves with others 
nakcdneſs. 


5. Be not much taken with 
Novelties. New-Lights have ſet 
this Church on firc.. For the moſt 
part” they are taken out of the 
Dark-Lanthorns ot old Hereticks. 
They are falſe and Foo's-fires, to 
lead-Men into the Precipice of Se. 
paration. Love Truth. in an old 
dreſs; let not Antiquity be a pre 
judice againſt, nor Novelty an in- 
ducement to the entertainment of 
Truth. 
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to drive off others; of receiving, to 
ſet off our ſelves. — Donbtful mat- 
ters ſtill conflrue them on the better 
part 3 So doth Charity 3 not looking 
upon Blemiſbes with Multiplying: or 
Magnifying-tlaſſes —— So far as 
may be without ſin, hide them. —— 
Curſed Cham eſpies the nakedne(s of 
his Father, and makes ſport with it. 
« $5 
2. Be nit over-affefted with No 
velties— As for thoſe New- Lights 
which have ſet this Kingdom on fire 
at this day, for the moſt part they 
are 10 other than what have been ta- 
hen out of the Dark- Lanthorns of 
former Heret Chy,——n0 ether but 1g- 
ves fatni, falſe firer, uſeful onely to 
miflead.——T th ts lovely,and ought 
ro be.embraced in whatever are(s ſhe 
cometh, whether new or old. As nit 
Artiquitr, {o neither ſhruld Nut ety 
he any prejudice toF erity.. 


. Take heed of leſſer diviſions. 


6. Give not way to leſſer diffe. | 
rences: A li tle diviſhon will ſoon 
riſe up to a greater. Smal} Wedg- 
es make way tor bigger. Our 
hearts are like to Tin«cr, a littlc 
ſpark will enflame them. Be jea- 
lous. of your hearts. — Parl. and 
Barnabas (eparated about a ſmall 
matter, the taking of an Aſſociate. 

pag. 40, &c. 


Small Wedges wake my for preat 
ones. Sma'l differences ſometimes 
riſe ra D-viſions. PB. 57. 

4+ B jcalous over our own he. rts 1 
they bring like unto Tinder, ready to 
take. fire by the leaf ſpark, ——It was 
no great matter that Paul and- Bar- 
nab''s differed rpon, onely abut the 
taking of an Aſſociate. pag, 71, &c, 


Now, 


: 
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Now, Sir, by this you may perceive, how ſome 
Men do make- their Books and Sermons, and by 
what ways a Man may riſe ro the reputation of 
being a conſiderable Author : he may cull and 
pick, pilter and ſteal, and become Learned to a 
miracle, an excellent Preacher, and write even ro 
a Folio; and if he had but the Art of keeping men 
from poring into neglected Authors, and prying 
into Books that are caſt into corners, might pals as 
ſuch : Burt as Jong as what 1s torgotten 1n one Age, 
is revived in another, and as long as it 1s b:zcome a 
Trade to colle& Pamphlets, I would advile your 
Friend to be more wary for the future, and keep 
trom writing a Fol:9 and a Comment again. 

And now, Sir, it 15 high time for me to con- 
clude, to whom it 15 no pleaſure tv deal in fuch a 
way, and ro converle with thoſe kind of Books 
that you fee my Deſtzn hath put me upon. Ir is 
Charity to you and the World that hath led me 
along ; and I hope I have fo managed it, as (hall 
be to the oftence of none, but thoſe that are Enem es 
to Truth : I am ſure I- have {o much. avoided 4il 
that might exaſperate, that I have tor chat reaion 
caſt aſide Leaves of what ſome others. mi by +»: 
tempted to have taken in. If Mr. Fenken harh b-vn 


hardly dealt with, he muſt thank hinelt, wh. ir 
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ving , without provocation, defamed others, could 
not be ſuffered to run away with that out-cry 


which he hath made, without a juſt Rebuke. I am, 


(SIR) 


Your Servant, 


S. R. 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


The RIGHT of TTTHES Aflerted and Pro- 
ved, from Divine Inſtitution, Primitive Praftice, 
Voluntary Donations, and Poſttive Laws. With 
a Juſt Vindication of that Sacred Maintenance 
from the Cavils of Thomas Elwood, in his Preten- 
ded Anſwer to the Friendly Conference. Printed 
tor E. Croft at the Seven Stars in Little Lum 
bard-$treet. 


